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FD-36 (Rev. 10-29-63) 


F B I 


Date: 12/27/65 


Transmit the following in 


(Type in plain text or code) 


(Priority) 


FROM: 


DIRECTOR, FBI 




SAC, MIAMI (165-592$N ( P ) 


/ 

SNNETI 


SUBJECT: KEMPTH HERBERT HAMA , aka 


Jap ** 

ITWI ; FBW 

00 : Miami 

Re Miami air tel to Bureau dated 12/17 
captioned, "KENNETH HANNA, aka, IGA, ” and Ph iladfelohla 

airtel to Rnpeau dated 12/22/|^£^captioned, 

AR; IGA" 0 w : 

By referenced Philadelphia airtel' the Phila- 
delphia Office forwarded to I 


H HiiliM Hfiil lilill wii ill 




n unexr i&vestxgatxon o t a device referred to by them 
Bureau ^ ^ 2 - New York b3 FRCP Rule 6(e) 


- Albany 
2 - Atlanta 
2 - Baltimore 
2 - Dallas 
2 - Detroit 

P - Jackson 
- New Orleans 
3 - Miami (1 - 16 
(1 - 92-353) 
WFH/MJR : pch 


2 - New York ^ tRCP Rule b(e) 

4 - Newark 
2 - Oklahoma City 

Philadelphia (Inf o$ (165-*698) 

/ 


#// / /4T- 



1390 - 


18 DEC 29 >965 


nt in Charge 





MM 165-592 


as "blue box" used on Miami telephone numbers 945-9655 and 
945-9723, subscribed to and operated by KENNETH HANNA at 
Apartment 2, 2290 NE 170th Street, Miami, Fla. ' 

For the info of all offices, the "blue box" is 
attached to a telephone, permitting said telephone to be 
used m making long distance telephone calls to any loca- 
tion throughout the TJ;S. .without the toll call being 

This device transmits cycle tones into the toll 
network and bypasses billing machines at the point of 
origin. 

KENNETH HANNA is a known gambler and has been 
subject of Miami case captioned, "KENNETH HANNA, aka, IGA," 
Bufile 162—1465, Miami file 162—341. In view of the evi- 
dence now available, Miami is opening a new file, 165-502, 
and all investigation being conducted relative to HANNA * s 
gambling activities with use of the "blue box", is being 

placed in this file. HANNA has a CiCAn-i Q nrr iliA. 

past, with I 

l -m WtUCH the Mifemi office is the off-in* nf 
origin, nowever, in order to insure a complete and thorough 
investigation, of HANNA f s gambling activities, the Miami Divi- 
sion is conducting a separate investigation concerning HANNA 
with separate reporting and will coo rdinatR 
arrests, prosecution, etc., with the | l ease. 

Fo y t! ? e information of the Philad^phia Office, 

Miami in reviewing the evidence forwarded with referenced 
Philadelphia airtel, has not yet found any relationship 

case Philadelphia case captioned, 

’TAPES AND RECORDINGS REFLECTING INTERSTATE GAMBLING 
INFORMTION, ITWI, FBW, CONSPIRACY, 00: Miami," Bufile 

160-1895. The aforementioned evidence reflects the follow- 
ing telephone area codes and telephone numbers called during 
the period November 26 - December 16, 1965, from Miami tele- 
gjgg? Rum ? ers 945-9655 and 945-9723, both subscribed to by 
BANNA, These numbers are set out hereafter according to 
field divisions: 


MM 165-592 


ALBANY 


At Schenectady, New York : 

| # 

ATLANTA 

At Conyers, Georgia; 


BALTIMORE 

— — , b6 

At Baltimore, Maryland : b7 


DALLAS 


At Fort Worth, Texas ; 


DETROIT 


At Detroit, Michigan: 


JACKSON 


Biloxi, Mississippi ; 


NEWARK 


At Seaside Park, New jersey: 


3 . 






/V 



MM 165-592 


b6 

b7C 


At Queens, New York : 


OKLAHOMA CITY 

At Tulsa, Oklahoma : 


Each office receiving copies of this communication 
is requested to furnish Miami at the earliest possible $ate 
the following information concerning the telephone numbers 
shown above. No open investigation concerning the subscribers 
desired at this time. It is requested that the infprmation 
be forwarded to Miami on 25 copies of Multilith inserts or 
FD-302s suitable for inclusion in a 165 report. Admiuistrar 
tive data should be forwarded on the accompanying airifcel. 

It is recognized that some of the information requested herein 
concerning the subscribers to the above telephone numbers $ay 
have been previously submitted to Miumi in other cases, how- 
ever, it is requested that it be forwarded as per above, in 
order that the preparation of report in instant case can fee 
expedited by the Miami Division; 

(1) Will' obtain complete subscriber data inpluding 
dates of connection, etc, 

(2) Will identify toll calls charged against these 
numbers for November and December, 1965. 

(3) Will obtain background information concerning 
the subscriber such as gambling arrests and convictions, pur- 
chase of Federal wagering stamp, prior interviews relative to 
gambling activities, etc. 

Information concerning the utilization of the T, blue 
l?ox” by HANNA, should not be divulged outside the Bureau 
at this time. 


5, 














1 




TELETYPE UNIX 
JAMS 
ENCODED 



FBI. N$f YORK 
229 PM URGENT 1-5-66 JAM 
TO/ DIRECTOR /A/ MIAMI AND NEWARK 

MIAMI AND NEWARK VIA WASHINGTON - ENCODED 
FROM NEW YORK 2P 


0 

rrH 




KENNETH HERBERT^ ANNA AKA 
ITWI ; ITAR; FBW 
00- MI AM I 


MIAMI FILE 165-5 92 AND NEW YORK 165-1344. 

RE MIAMI TELCALL TO NEW YORK, JAN. FOURTH LAST, ND NEW 


s 


YORK TELCALL TO NEWARK, JAN. FOURTH LAST. 
ON JAN. -FOURTH LAST 




b6 

b7C 


SALISBURY HOTEL, O&E TWO THREE WEST FIFTY SEVENTH 3T, r NYC, 
ADVISED THAT NAT MODELL HAS B EE n\ REGISTERED IN ROOM FIVE ZERO 
SEVEN SINCE NOV. FOURTEENTH, SIXTYTHREE. MODELL 
IS EXPECTED TO BE THERE INDEFINITELY. MODELL HAS MADE NUMEROUS 
PHONE CALLS TO MIAMI NUMBER 


CALL MADE TO 


iSKSiiSSSlJl 


DURING NOV. AND DEC., SIXTYFIVE. ONE 

xirn n 12 JAN 6^1965' 


P 


6 


MIAMI, AND ONE CALL MADE TO 


ON JAN. FOURTH LAST, 

& t * a* •* ti ■tap# 


, p w 

i rx J 

•NEWARK, NJ< 


END PAGE ONE 


~X 


~rr 


r~rr 



INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE, NYC, ADVISED HE 

CLAYED 


PAGE TWO 

HAS NO RECORD OF A FEDERAL WAGERING STAMP FOR NAT MODELL. 

NYO IS REVIEWING REFERENCES ON NAT MODELL FOR ANY 
INFORMANT INFORMATION ON GAMBLING ACTIVITIES. 

LOGICAL SOURCES ALSO BEING CONTACTED IN EFFORT TO 
DEVELOP CURRENT RELIABLE INFORMANT INFORMATION AS TO ANY GAMBLING 
ACTIVITY ON PART OF MODELL. P. 


FBI WASH DC 




4-3 (Re k v. 12-1-6$) 


* i* ^ 

T-,V' / 
~ U 


□ AEHG1AAA 


Tolson 

DcLooch . 

Mohr 

Casper — 
CaHahaaft. 
Conrad/i- 


to 

I&y 


CODE D^€,0 P y 


C .P' 


Conrad 

Fell JC? *- 

Galef / j r 

Roa^£ li-^L 

Sufi Ivan 


□ CABLSSRA.AA □ EAESi 


.STVPI 


Sullivan — 

Tavcl 

Trotter . 

V/icJt 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy 


EST DEFERRED 1-,>6o PJR 

TODI RECTOR, BALT! MORE , CLEVELAND, JACKSON, NEWARK* NEW 
ORLEANS, NEW YORK, PITTSBURGH 

NEW YORK VIA WASHINGTON - ENCODED 
FROM MIAMI. 050200 . .O' 



AKA, AR; IGA, 


M'ejR » 


\ NNETH ' HANNAS AKA< ’ 


M 


DISCUSSIONS WITH DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY’S WALLACE JOHNSON 

3 

\AND BRIAN GETTINGS TODAY RESULTED IN FINA L DECISION TO 
^CONDUCT SIMULTANEOUS RAIDS ON JANUARY 8 NEXT AT 11 A.M. EST 
/INVOLVING SEARCH FOR GAMBLING RECORDS? IN. MIAMI OF 
I I AND MARTIN SKLARLOFFj IN BALTIMORE, 



I.N CLEVELANt 


% IN CLARKSDALE; 


MISSISSIPPI 


OPERATED BY 


IN BATON ROUGE 


IN NEW ORLEANS 


IN HUNTINGTON, WEST VIRGINIA OF SCOREBOAR 


IREBOARP . 

siJT- )<T? 


NO ARRESTS' ARE TO BE MADE IN THESE SEARCHESo 

* " , ' ‘ 1 NOT RECORD®! 

WlCT’7 onfi Aim *7 1265 




s JAN 6 1966 


20 Q \jm 7 m$ 


^3 *3 0 «■** 

1 M lattice contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
l paraphrc ed in order to protect the Bureau* s cryptographic systems . 

nr. Jr. f .. 


4-3 {Roy, 12-1-65) 
* < * l 


Tols 


DcLoach . 
Mohr 


Casper . 


DECO 




c.o p y 


Cqllahan . 
Conrad — 

Felt 

Gale 


Rosen . 


Sullivan . 
Tavcl — 


■ □ AIRGEAM □ CABSJGEAJVl □ BADft 

PAGE TWO FROM ' M ! AMI 050200 


Trotter . 
V/icfc — 


Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 


•Indictments anticipated thereafter* 

IT IS OPINION OF DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY’S GETTINGS AND 
JOHNSON ARRESTS SHOULD NOT BE MADE AT ANY OF LOCATI ONS TO* BE 
SEARCHED UNLESS IT APPEARS. ADVANTAGEOUS OR NECESSARY TO 
SUCCESS OF ENTIRE OPERATION'* ; . 

■HANNA IN MIAMI: CURRENTLY OPERATING * $ BLUE BOX tr NAT MODELL. 

I(LNU) .IN JERSEYClTY, NEW JeRSEyI 


IN NEW YORK AND 


THE FOLLOWING DEPARTMENTAL' ATTORNEY’S WILL .'CONTACT. FBI- • 
OFFICES AS FOLLOWS HAVING APPROPR I ATE AFF I DAV I.TS AND WARRANTS 

AT BALTIMORE, MD*| 


WITH SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS* 

' - ‘ ’ v* 

^ i ' . . * 



AT: CLEVELAND, 

OH. 10“ 



AT CLARKS.DALE, 


MISS*, .BATON ROUGE, LA*, AND NEW ORLEANS, "LAo ; 
HUNTINGTON, WEST VA*; r " 


AT 


- AT'. NEWARK, NEW JERSEY ' 


AND NEW . YORK CITY* y . ; . ■ . ■'.* • ... ' , - 

cities, with' premises Enumerated’ above to be entered 

.PURSUANT' TO SEARCH WARRANT BASED ON PURPORTED, VIOLATIONS . ITWf 

v ' ' , * * , " . * 
t p 1 * 4 1 > , , * - ’ i 

AND 1 TAR 0 ~ CITIES INVOLVED WITH ARRESTS 'AND. SEARCHES BASED ON • 


lb 6 
•b 7 C .| 


PURPORTED VIOLATIONS I TW1, 1 TAR, AND. FBW< 

- * t 

RECEIVED: lOtJO PM EFH ■' , " •• 


If the intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
narir' -rased in order to protect P?J beau's cryptographic systems, • - ■ 


tf tf 


TELETYPE 


PMINT3ET 




Wi.& f ii’AX,'i L 


1 - Mr, Baker 
1 -r Mr. Nev/pher. 


TO SAG IS3UMS 

FROM DIRECTOR- FBI,/! -. •:,’ : 


© 


AKA,. AR, XGA$. KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA, 


iiTWA , ATA&, FjeJW, . .. > . . , .' ~ -■; , V ; * >^?CP 

■ • . ' - ' .* . ' ; ■■•% ^ ‘ ' ‘ ■ • •; ■ (^y I 

.. ST IS IMPERATIVE THAT THE* BUREAU IS' KEPT FULLY. AND PROMPTLY \ 

^ , * -v t ; t ^JT V 

ADVISED AS TO ALL DEVELOPlEHTS ! IE CAPTIONED MATTERS, 

1M VIEW OF CONTEMPLATED ARRESTS. AX© ' SEARCHES SCHEDULED FOR Cn 

JANUARY SIGHT , AND NXHE . KSSSP** , . THEREFORE, . EFFECTIVE - IMMEDIATELY, . J 
• - - . • ' - ' . . , - ■ • •• , ■ . . • V . ■ , •*: • (V 

SUBMIT DAILY TELETYPE CONTAINING SmSIAHY OF PROGRESS AND ALL. M 

.OTHER SIGNIFICANT- DEVEIiQPMENTS>- . , , ... ''* -V ‘.-x 


1/y Mr e , -Wick ‘ 
l/~ Mr 0 Bowers 


/ . 


NOT. -RECORDED < 
198 JAN 6 1966 ;■ 


Tolson 

Debouch — 

Mohr 

Casper 

Callahu 1 

Conratf 3? JS t H 

Felt . . . . / / 7*' 

Gale V * 4 

Rosen — ! 

Sullivan ■ - 
Tavel - - 
Trotter , — 

Wick — : — ifel , , 

Tele. Room — Q...U ■ r M 

Unli.Hn ^ 4 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
U. 3. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

“ w COMMUNICATIONS' SECTION 
F JS : msm .f;x, .... , f 

- (n^ v.-V Jf\H 4, 

- - :rj FTV^E 


AJLu • 


ilOOi.li-.-l TELETYPE UNIT 

in 1 




( mltn 


Wi 


3 JAflL/S.teSS 


ORIGINAL. mt.m 


Wtt jt 


FBI NEW/YORK 
6:34/PM EST 


URGENT 


TELETYPE unit 
JAN 5 1966 


MESSAGE 


r DIRECTOR, FBI //13// AND NEWARK AND MIAMI (165-592) 
NEWARK AND MIAMI VIA WASHINGTON ” ENCODED " 

FRO.M NEW-YORK £ (165-1344) P 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA, ITWI, ITAR, FBW, OOs MIAMI 


Mv . TolgOtt— 

| Mr. DaLoaeh — ~ 
Mr. Mohr— 
Mr. Casper.-— 
Mr. Callahan— 
Mr. Conrad-j^i. 
Mr. Felt.— 2^—* 
Mr. Gale.-JSSr 
Mr. Rosei^f. — 

I Mr. Sulliyan 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Trotter 

Mr. Wick 

Tele. Room 

Miss Holmes 

Miss Gandy 





f r 

REMMTEL TO BU JANUARY FOUR LAST AND MMTEL TO BU JANUARY FIVE LAST. 
EXHAUSTIVE FILE REVIEW IN NYO RE NAT MODELL CONCERNING CURRENT 


RELIABLE INFORMANT INFO NEGATIVE. 




NYCPD REFLECTS ONE NATHANIEL MODELL, E NUMBER ONE TWO ZERO TWO'~S*I"X, 
ARRESTED TEN TWENTYTHREE THIRTYSIX AND FIVE TWENTYEIG HT FORTY FOR BOOK-b; 


MAKING. 


ATTEMPTS TO CONTACT 


|AND FORMER PCI 

I NAT MODELL, NEGATIVE 


TO DATE. 


KENNETH HERBERT 


HANNA, ADVISED HE DOES NOT KNOW NAT MODELL. ATTEMPTS TO CONTACT 


NEGATIVE TO DATE. 




ta JAN 6 1966 


WA..DLH 

m $mnrn 

*7 i f 

CO-MR. ROSElf 




*/ 






URGENT 



to sacs mmt REC- 5$ / 

* ~ irtz. ^ 

pm. DIRECTOR mx /fch^ '■ 1 l \ ^ f 

msmmi Herbert hs^^, aka, itwij itar; fbx* 

■REMMTEL JANUARX^||& LAST AND NKTEL JANUARY FIVE LAST* 
7'R^TEL ADVISED TAPES REFLECT SUBJECT’S GAMBLING ACTIVITIES 
CLOSELY ‘ CONNECTED WITS GAMBLING ACTIVITIES 0g | 

[(LNtf) r APPARENT EMPLOYEE Q| | | RENKTEL ADVISED 

I ~| RESIDES IN BUILDING tmERE TELEPHONES 

r / utilized by | i &nu) are located. % 

y m SHOULD DEtsRITELX DETERMINE IE TAPES REVEAL SUBJECTS | 

u GAMBLING activities connected WITH I | 0R THAT I 

COULD 'possibly be| I ; 

NK Also Referred to mm report this i^ase dated November; nine, 
ONE NINE SIR FIVE SHOWING SUBJECT ARRESTED IN NEW JERSEY JANUARY, 
ONE NINE' SIR POUR FOK. s M®^INGi. WHEN -ARRESTED ACCOMPANIED BY 

I I NR SHOULD CONSIDER POSSIBILITY (LNU> BEING 

SAME REPORT INCLUDES INFORMATION FROM ] 

|C 0NCERNING GAMBLING ACTIVITIES OF | \ ■ NR 

r=SH0ULD CONTACT THIS SOURCE, <, AD JE^ ! A'S ^OTHERS, RELATIVE TO DATA 


Callahan REQUESTED |N 

^onrad 1_ 

7 elt 

Sale . / 

lull Ivan — J ONtrmg ns/ t 

rav el - 3 - Vf\' 


TELETYPE UNIT 


Teletype 


IPHjEBE! 


i ui| jV: 


NOTE PAGE : r2. 


W V< 



• : 4 


Teletype to - MM, NK 

Re : Kenneth Herbert Hanna , 

NOTE: 

MM contemplates areest of subject and others 1/8/66 contingent ‘ 
u P9h AnfQ developed by NK and other offices. Info legally obtdned b7D 

I | reveals subject's gambling operation closely 

connected with individuals in N.J. and that he places bets and 
exchanges "line" info with an individual in NY. Identities of these 
individuals and extent of their gambling activities now being ascertain- 
ed. . . ■ •" • .. ’■ 

Teletype used due to urgency. ' ’ 



4-3 (Rev. 12-1-6*5) 




DECODED i COPY 


□ AIRGRAM □ CABLEGRAM □ RADIO xa TELETYPE 


9:31 A EST URGENT 1-5-66 EJC 


TO/DIRECTOR, 


II AND NEW YORK 


NEW YORK VIA WASHINGTON - ENCODED 


FROM NEWARK O 6 OO 3 O 


.-'ft/ 


G^ 7 

KENNETH HER BERT HANNA, AKA, ITWI I TAR FBW 00: 


<y 




RE MIAMI TEL JANUARY k LAST AND NYTEL CALL THIS DATE. 


TELCO RECORDS SHOW 


SUBSCRIBED TO BY 



SINCE JUNE, 1 96 I 4 . LAST, 


OCCUPATION SELF-EMPLOYED MUSICIAN. 


iS AUXILLIARY 


LINE UNDER NAME L_ 
ADDRESS IS LISTING 


Iat SAME ADDRESS. ALSO AT THIS 


UTILITIES COMPANY RECORDS SHOW 
RESPONSIBLE FOR SERVICE 
| [ , HAVING ASSUMED RESPONSIBILITY FOr| 

1 96 I+. RECORDS SHOW FORMER RESIDENCE ATT 
I I AND EMPLOYMENT AS ASSISTANT FOREMAN 


ON JUNE 3, 


lFOR EIGHT YEARS, 


NO UTILITIES RECORD FOR 


CREDIT RECORDS CORROBORATE 


^ 12 JAN 7 19ss- oyip- 

v t t * I V 


12 JAN 7 1966 


. ... __ _ ht 

If the intelligence ‘Contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
paraphrased in order to protect the Bureau’s cryptographic systems . 




If the intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
paraphrased in order to protect the Bureau’s cryptographic systems . 


FBI NEW YORK 
2 10 PM URGENT 


I TELETYPE UNIT 
' JANS 1966 ■) 
ENCODED MESSAGE! 


1-8-66 MFK 


^10 DIRECTOR -4- MIAMI AND NEWARK 

MIAMI AND NEWARK VIA WASHINGTON - ENCODED 
FROM NEW YORK 1 PG 


Mr. Tolson | 

Mr. DeLoach 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Callahan 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. Pelt 

Mr. Gale 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Sullivan 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Trotter 

Mr. Wick 

Tele. Room 

Miss Holmes 

Miss Gandy 


KENNETH HERBERt>HANNA AKA ITWI. 


REFERENCED NEW YORK TELETYPE TO BUREAU AND SACS, ^ 

JANUARY SEVEN, NINETEEN SIXTY SIX, NA D NEW YORK TELEPHONE 
CALLS, JANUARY EIGHT, SIXTY SIX. 

NAT MODELL, TURUE NAME NATHAN MODEL, ARRESTED WITHOUT , 
INCIDENT., BY BUREAU AGENTS AT TEN TWENTY FIVE AM, THIS DATE, 

AS HE WAS LEAVING HIS HOTEL ROOM. SEARCH OF HOTEL ROOM, 
PURSUANT TO SEARCH WARRANT, PRODUCED THREE SLIPS OF PAPER 
BEARING HANDWRITTEN NAMES AND NOTATIONS. SEARCH INCIDENTAL 
TO ARREST OF PERSON, PRODUCED ONE THOUSAND, SIX HUNDRED AND 
TWO DOLLARS, TEN CENTS CASH, SLIP OF PAPER BEARING HANDWRITTEN 






ND HOCKEY. 


NOTATIONS, AN ADDRESS BOOK, AND CURR 


SCHEDULE FROM MULTIPLE SPORTS SERVICE, MIAMI, FLORIDA, WIT H # 

HANDWRITTEN NUMBERS OPPOSITE GAMES. MODELL DECLINED TO 

11 JAN 10 1966 

FURNISH ANY INFORMATION RE ' HIS ACTIVITIES. BEING PLACED IN 
FEDERAL DETENTION HDQ, NYC,. FOR SAFE KEEPING UNTIL ARRAIGNMENT, 

A * n .i -C. *,V : !F5 . 

JANUARY TEN, SIXTY SIX. PRESS RELEASE MADE. RETURN ON SEARCH 
WARRANTS TO BE MADE ON. JANUARY TEN, SIXTY SIX. ^ 




EN W 




MR- DELOACH FOR THE DIRECTOR! 


> 55 ) 


?i ~ f 

a "• 



S' 


^ n 


z & z-mm o cABtse^ia - □.radio ^teletype 


— u 

C*l ^ ... 

)''ob" ««— , 

Coltnhan : 

Coved 

}>it s i 11. 

Cate «1 : f s, n 

Posen — 

Sullivan , 

Tavet 


Trotter — 

Vftck -. 

TMe* hw-* • -« * 
Bt*ri* .*««***. 


V\%$y?tt E3T URGENT ’1-7-66 LAS : 

Tc/b I RECTOR AND NEWARK *■ , ’ ‘ . 

/ ’ ■ 

TROM MIAMI 072020 


J2. 


AKA* AR; ‘IGA., 


be 

b7C 


<D 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA , AKA* 1TW1.J I.TARj FBW* 

RE NEWARK RADIOGRAM, JANUARY 5 EAST » MIAMI CANNOT 
DETERMINE I F. CALLS. CURRENTLY BEING MADE. TO 


OR 


b 6 

b7C 


MAGNETIC TAPES AVAILABLE TO MIAMI DO. NOT CONTAIN 
ANY COMPLETED CALLS THESE NUMBERS* TAPES- REVEAL , -AN ATTEMPT 

, ' **U. 

Ion DECEMBER 18, 1965 , BUT. ‘CALL NOT COMPLETED c 


ro CALL 


THIS CALL OCCURRED AFTER HANNA ATTEMPTED TO OBTAIN 
NEW NUMBERS*. 

DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY WALLACE -JOHNSON ADVISES THIS INFOR- • 


M«T I ON INSUFFICIENT FOR PROBABLY CAUSE OF SEARCH All 


; be 

! b7C 


FOR INFO NEWARK, JOHNSON TELEPHON I C A LLY ^JDJS CUS S ED JH 1 S 




Z? Z 




MATTER WITH DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY RICHARDS AT NEWARK** v.-.- 

* ‘ 

/. ■ . " . • ■ '*b 




RECE I VED ’ 11 sii-9 PM EFH 


NOT RECORDED 
1Z8 JAN 11 1966 




/ 

" I 

nL 

1 


m 


m 


% 

!g 

id. 


>^ilfeSnhi oMve message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it 

«A^^jIo r t<jricr6‘a protect the a : vau-s cryptographic systems, . 


*v * ■* iv. 


/ 


• • 

FtOSM Ci'r^AU OF l.‘V3TK.\rS’?» 

• U. CEAtfliO OF Jttnoe 

COfciMwWlCATlCNS SiiCTICf! 
"1? 

TFJiEfYFB 


FBI JK^f MISS 

“ CST URGENT. 1-7-66 RJH 


12:5/7 

< / 


To/ DIRECTOR AND MIAMI 
^OMs JACKSON (92-92) 


be 

b7C 


bn Tois^n. 


boLoach--- 



* * Lu\ Wide. 

! V 1*:. itoom 

, ^ V J ‘lilliif 

bVis;j Gan dy . 


0 


AKA , AR , I GA ; KENNETH , HANNA . AKA 



ITWI . 


RE8UTEL TO MI AMI JANUARY SIX LAST. AND JACKSON TSLCALL T.O ; 

3UREAU TODAY. THIS MATTER DISCUSSED WITH USA H. M . RAY, NDM , ON JANUARY 

I 

SIX LAST BY DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY OWEN NEFF AND JACKSON 
AGENTS JANUARY SEVEN INSTANT.’ CONSENSUS OF OPINION IS THAT . 

INSUFFICENT EVIDENCE AVAILABLE AT THIS TIME TO SUSTAIN - 

WARRANT OF ARREST AT TIME OF SEARCH. ACCORDINGLY, NO 

UNLESS CIRCUMSTANCES AT TIME 


ARREST WILL BE MA’KE BY 
OF SEARCH PRECIPITATE SAME. 
END PAGE ONE. 


^ <\IAN 131966 

<1 -*-? 



be 

b7C 


! 


Q 












/V 




FEDERAL BUREAU OF INvObT;. 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF iuo-.-E 

COMMUNICATIONS StCllOj 

m3 1966 

TELETYR 



FBI JKN MISS 
FBI WASH DC 

706PM EST URGENT 1-6-66 MRW 


7^ 


I 


"\X 


TO MIAMI, BALTIMORE, CLEVELAND, JACKSON, NEWARK, NEW ORLEANS, NEW YORK 
AND PITTSBURGH 


FROM DIRECTOR 2P 


b6 

b7C 


AKA, AR; IGA; KENNETH HANNA, AKA, ITWI. 


5 

CXl: 

0) 

3 

*0 


Vi 


IN CONNECTION WITH CONTEMPLATED SIMULTANEOUS RAIDS 
JANUARY EIGHT, NEXT, ALL OFFICES INSURE THAT IMMEDIATE RETURN OF 
SEARCH WARRANTS TO UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER IN EACH DISTRICT IS 
EXPEIDTED AND THAT BUREAU IS TELEPHONICALLY NOTIFIED OF FILING OF 
SEARCH WARRANTS AND RESULTS OF SEARCHES, 

IN EVENT RESISTANCE MET IN CONNECTION WITH SERVICE OF SEARCH 
WARRANTS DEPARTMENT ADVISES SUFFICIENT LEGAL BASIS EXISTS TO ARREST 

SUCH INDIVIDUALS FOR IMPEDING LEGALLY AUTHORIZED SEARCH. 

INASMUCH AS SUFFICIENT DATA DEVELOPED TO SATISFY PARTICULARITY 

CLAUSES RE SEARCH WARRANTS FOR PERSONS INVOLVED THIS MATTER 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY AND DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEYS SHOULD BE CONSULTED 

RE SECURING SEARCH WARRANTS FOR THE PERSON OF INDIVIDUALS INVOLVED. 

END PAGE ONE f 





NOT - REC01BIP 
JAS 7 ISUfr 


»-hI 

I 

0 
* — i 

8 





PAGE TWO 

SEARCH WARRANTS FOR AUTOS BELONGING TO THESE PERSONS 
SHOULD ALSO BE OBTAINED, 

FOR INFORMATION OF ALL OFFICES DEPARTMENT TODAY ADVISES 
THAT ARREST WARRANTS FOR SUBJECTS IN EACH LOCALITY WITH THE 
EXCEPTION OF MIAMI AND CLEVELAND SHOULD BE OBTAINED IF 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY OR DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY OF OPINION 

SUFFICIENT PROBABLE CAUSE EXISTS. ADVISE BUREAU TELEPHONICALLY 
BY TWELVE NOON JANUARY SEVEN, NEXT, EASTERN STANDARD TIME WHETHER 

ARRESTS WILL BE MADE IN EACH LOCALITY. 

END 

JN...G&1 
FBI JKN MISS 
CLR TKS 


'A 

r- * ' 


V* 



4-3 (Rov. 12-1-65) 


DKODEDrCOPy 

□ AIKGKAM □ CABLEGRAM □ RADIO iffl TELETYPI 


12l|. PM EST DEFERRED 1 -6-66 SHR ' ' ' 

^ . !■ ! 
T^-DT RECTOR, BALTIMORE, JACKSON, NEWARK, NEW -ORLEANS .J‘ NEW YORK 

AND PITTSBURG/^ ■ l f ' 

. . ' ' 

NEW YORK VI A, -WASHINGTON-ENCODED , - ' * /' 


/ VTolson 

i \poLoach ) l . 

I by ohr 

: — Jasper 

Callahan 

Conrad 

Foil 

Gc/le 2£ 

Rosen -Jf, 
Sullivan _fc 

Tavel 

Trotier 

V/ick 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy 



FROM MIAMI O 61715 



£) / L- 

d> ■■ 

AKA, AR, IGA: KENNETH HANNA, AKA, ITWI. 


— Q 



BUREAU REQUESTED IF POSSIBLE THE RETURN OF SEARCH WARRANTS ' 
BE FILED WITH USC IN EACH DISTRICT IMMEDIATELY AFTER SEARCHES 
COMPLETED AND BUREAU ADVISED OF FILING SEARCH AND SEIZURE WAR- 
RANTS TELEPHONKCALLY FOR CONSIDERATION OF NATIONWIDE PRESS RE- 
LEASE FROM WASHINGTON JANUARY 8 NEXT. 

DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY BRIAN GETT PNGS ADV I SED T.ODAY HE WAS CON- 
FIDENT SEALED INDICTMENTS WOULD-BE RETURNED AND BUREAU AGENTS 
THEREAFTER MAKING ARREST. ‘ . • _ \ „ . 


'?/ 2 




RECEIVED: 1:$2-PM JMV •' '• 


£*■■’ ■ r 

, , , .«■* V- 

> r n » .* 


56 JAN/?/ 136$ 


nti 


CC: MR, GALE'--. 


MR,’ DELOAGji fe®vDIRECTOR 



' JNOT RECORpt 

182 JAN *T 1966 


If th e intelligence w In th&fthove message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, -it i&suggestVd'tKal it be suitably 

paraphrasedhn\o^e^m'i protec t* theJvBureau s cryptographic systems* , 




ORIGINAL FILED IN 




12 - 1 - 65 ) 


; 

\ i! 


DECODE B -A. O P y 


□ AIRGRAM □ CABLEGRAM □ RADIO 


TELETYPE 


Tolson 

DeLoach — 

Mohr 

Casper 

Callahan — 

Ss&fe 

Gale^ ^^^! 

Sullivan 

Tavel 

Trotter 

Wick 

Tele. Room . 
Holmes 


9: 3^/ PM EST DEFERRED 1-6-66 PJR 
TO^D I RECTOR AND NEWARK 
/FROM MIAMI 070135 





KENNETH HERBERT HANNA AKA, ITWI, I TAR, FBW. O 

RE BUREAU RADIOGRAM INSTANT, j 

BASED ON TAPES MIAMI CANNOT DEFINITELY DETERMINE SUBJECT'S 
GAMBLING ACTIVITIES REVEALED IN TAPES ARE CONNECTED WITH 



LNU) , 


TAPES DO NOT CONTAIN CALLS TO 
.1 I MIAMI KNOWS 




BUT RATHER 
TO BE 


GAMBLING ASSOCIATE OF SUBJECT, TO BE ASSOCIATED WITH VILLA 
CAPRI RESTAURANT, AN D TO VI SIT FLORIDA, SUBJECT IN TAPES 


ATTEMPTED TO CONTAC 



T VILLA GAPRI AND ALSO DISCUSSES 


TRIP BY 


TO FLORIDA. BASED ON THIS MIAMI BELIEVES BUT 


CANNOT SUBSTANTIATE FROM TAPES THAT 



§ / 


RECEIVED: 10:03 PM JR 



«S=S*W 


J’AN XO 1966 


W j m , 
i fVZftat 


'H 


If the intelJ^ence.qMdinSU ihQhe\apove message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau , it is suggested that it be suitably 
paraphf^edyri^rYervQ -pro't& c i the- Bure au 9 s c rypto graphic sys te ms . 

nJ-1 


SOCIAL INVESTIGATIVyiVISION _ 

January 8 , 1966 

a 

This arrest is in connection 
with the simultaneous raids being 
made today p-f era mV) 1 -i r>p- Agjf.aVj 'l-ishnien-fcs 

Thtrr of Miami, 

of Baton Rouge, 

.Louisiana, and others* The Special 
Investigative Division concurs with 
the press release prepared by our 
New York Office. 




b6 

b/C 


Vi -c- 
- r 

c ' 

«d* 




JO 


«r~ 

* 





FBI NEW YORK 


TELETYPE UNIT 
JAN 7 1966 J 
ENCODED MESSAGE. 


.6:04 PM EST URGENT 1/7/66 M.FiR. 

f 

TO DIRECTOR j FBI //IQ// MIAMI (165-592) AND NEWARK 
MIAMI AND NEWARK VIA WASHINGTON " ENCODED " 
FROM NEW YORK (165-1344) P 


Mr, 

m* t DeLeasfeJK 1-1 
Mtv I 

Mpf ( VtluP&S. -f-r rrr» «*» 

My, Callahan — — 
M t, Coni’ad^S^ 

Mr. Galo-. ; J|Q£ 
Mr. - 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Tavel 


Miss HotofS- 
i Miss ©a®#- 


jSjiA & QOWn 08 Interstate Trai 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA &A Wf 


nsmission of Watering Information 
‘ be - ■ / 

b7c ^ -Jfea 


COMPLAINT FILED THIS DATE BY SA ^ MIAMI, 

„ w . v ' Op /ucw 

E^rtrllSHOPP, SURCHARGING NAT MODELL. WITH VIOLATIONS 
0F title eighteen^^,”?ections two, three seven one, one * ERO jTaHT^ 
EOU'R AND ONE NINE FIVE TWO. ARREST AND SEARCH WARRANTS ISSUED. -NW 
CONTEMPLETES ARRESTING MODELL AND SEARCHING HIS PREMISES AT ELEVEN AM 

ONE EIGHT SIXTYSIX. fl 

FOLLOWING PRESS RELEASE WILL BE MADE BY NYO IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING 8 

ilmess Advised to Contrary By Bureau , a fttf I 

arrest vmk I 

JOHN F. MALONE, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, FBI, IN CHARGE OF THE NYO, I 



ANNOUNCED TODAY THE ARREST OF NAW10DELL AGE FIFTYSEVEN, OF OJ^JWO,^ 
THREE WEST FIFTYSEVENTH STREET, NY, NY,* THE ARREST WAS BASED 
ON A COMPLAINT FILED BEFORE THE -fee A^Y^X^HARGING^M^EI^ WITH THE 
USE OF INTERSTATE WIRE FACILITIES BETWEEN N&W»Y0R : K :s ^^ s: 1«raSMI ^“LORIDA 
IN FURTHERANCE OF A GAMBLING OPERATION WHICHI^SJAIlNiai^TION OF SECTION! 


TWO, THREE SEVEN ONE, AND ONE ZERO EIGHT FOUR— frND-Q^JE "N’fWBi FIVE TWO, 
#:■ l s T 

END PAGE ONE . . ^ & 15 A 

HECS DCfOVCH 


■ b-% H -M 

N 1 § -jHKr MR. DELOACH FOR THE DIRECTOR : 

-Z T-? 


aftj 



* < • 


PAGE TWO 

United States Ooxmnissione* 

USC', TITLE EIGHTEEN* MODELL WILL BE ARRANGED BEFORE THE SDNY ON 

ONE TEN SIXTYSIX* IF CONVICTED MODELL CAN BE SENTENCED TO TWO YEARS 
IMPRISONMENT OR TEN THOUSAND DOLLARS FINE OR BOTH* 

BUREAU WILL BE IMMEDIATELY ADVISED OF ARREST AND RESULTS OF SEARCH, 


WA..DLH RELAY 
FBI A WASH DC 



"4-3 (Rev. 12-1-65) 





# 


Tolson 


DECODED COPY 

□ AIRGRAM 1=1 CABLEGRAM (Si RADJO a TELETYPE 

ife/ 


<7 

( e 


R-50 

URGE^Tv 1 -l ).-66 1:36 PM 

TO DIRECTOR NEW YORK AND NEWARK 

NEW YORK VIA WASHINGTON - ENCODED 




FROM MIAMI 0ij.l630 


7 ^ 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA. ITWI, I TAR, FBW. 00: 


1 1 AM I 


RE MIAMI AIRTEL TO BUREAU DECEMBER 27 LAST. 

EVALUATION MAGNETIC TAPES REVEAL SUBJECT ACTIVE BOOKMAKER 
HANDLING SPORTING EVENTS AND HORSE RACING. TAPES REFLECT 
SUBJECT’S GAMBLING ACTIVITIES CLOSELY CONNECTED WITH GAMBLING 

andUZ 


ACTIVITIES 

\ 


TAPES INDICATE 


In Min APPARFMT EMPLOYEE OF 


TELEPHONE 



JERSEY 

RECORDS 



AS OF DECEMBER 1965 , OPERATING FROM 
iJERSEY CITY AND POSSIBLY ALSO OPERATING AT 

APPARENTLY MAINTAIN 


JERSEY CITY. TAPES INDICATE 


m 


OPERATION. 


JOS'* 



TAPES REVEAL SUBJECT BETS AND EXCHANGES SPORT LINE WITH 


t:= 


NAT MODELL, ROOM FO 7 , SALSBURY HOTEL, NEW YORK CITY, TELEPHONE 
~ 1 S.J(\N 11 1966 ‘ 

..? J|6 i- 3 nn.. 


V V 


b6 

b7C 







~7 ^ f 

If the intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
paraphrased in order to protect the Bureau’s cryptographic systems . 


^4-3 (Rev. 


12 - 1 - 65 ) 


□ AIRGRAM 


• # 

DECODED COPY 

o CABLEGRAM W RADIO □ TELETYPE 


Tolson 

DeLoach — 

Mohr 

Casper 

Callahan — 

Conrad 

Felt 

Gale 

Rosen 

Sullivan — 

Tavel 

Trotter 

Wick 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy 


PAGE TWO FROM MIAMI OipT 630 


DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY WALLACE JOHNSON, MIAMI, CONSIDERING 

SATURDAY 8 NEXT. 


ARREST OF MODELL AND 


SIMULTANEOUSLY WITH ARREST OF HANNA AT MIAMI. JOHNSON ADVISED 

|(LNU) CONTINGENT ON INVESTIGATION 


ARREST OF MODELL AND 
ESTABLISHING THE FOLLOWING: 

NEWARK, COMPLETE IDENTITY OF 


LNU) . NEWARK AND 


NEW YORK, ONE, CURRENT RELIABLE INFORMANT INFO RE MODELL AND 


I LNU) AS TO GAMBLING ACTIVITIES. TWO, CURRENT PHYSICAL 


LOCATION OF BOTH. THREE, DETERMINE IF FEDERAL WAGERING STAMP 
HELD. 


NO INQUIRY TO BE MADE WHICH WOULD JEOPARDIZE PROPOSED 
ARREST IN MIAMI 8 NEXT. 

CC AM PHILADELPHIA. 


b6 

b7C 


be 

b7C 


RECEIVED: 1 : 5]+ PM MCS 


£C4i&, ROSEN. 


If the intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
paraphrased in order to protect the Bureau’s cryptographic systems. 



r-r;.; * l *v ■**, tJ* A'-K 

*'■ ,i tit .* *' 1 - 

t? C r * ‘ 

ft \ ’’ ' • > ."I 

<'„5 i* ■f * u * * * w & 


FBI NEW ORLS 

5-o/Vm CST URGENT 1/8/66 OLP 

DIRECTOR (52-5625) AND MIAMI (92 555) 

FROM NEW ORLEANS (92-183) 



b6 

b7C 


I AKA .. AR; KENNETH HANNA, AKA.*, ITWI 


RE MEW ORLEANS TEL CALLS TO BUREAU AND MIAMI TODAY, 

BUREAU AGENTS AT ’TEN AM, CENTRAL STANDARD TIME , TODAY, ^ 

AT HIS- RESIDENCE-, 


SERVED SEARCH WARRANTS ON 



, NEW 

ORLEANS, ON| 


NEW ORLEANS , t 

RESIDENCE OF 


at BATON ROUGb 5 


IT 

WAS NECESSARY l 

LOCK ON THE DOOR AT 

? 


BATON ROUGE 


C 

OF 


WAS 


OBTAINED A SHEET OF PAPER WHICH APPEARED TO BE A RECAP SKELl , 
WHICH PAPER CONTAINED CODE NAMES AND FIGURES REPRESENTING . 

DOLLARS . OBTAINED FROM HIS APARTMENT' «ERE BASKETBALL sCHED 


END PAGE ONE 



£ 



S' 



WOT*" recorded 

.flO JMt 1° 1968 

sms 


? zf 






g 

■ % 
. 4 ? 

:t8 


PAGE TWO • ' , ‘ . • 

V ' ' > 

A DAILY RACING FORM, THREE ’SHEETS OF PAPER ‘BEARING INDENTED 
MARKINGS AND ONE, SHEET OF PAPER BEARING AREA CODES AND TELEPHONE 

NUMBERS . : 

SEARCH WARRANTS SERVED ON 

MEW ORLEANS , REVEALED VARIOUS PIECES 

OF PAPER CONTAINING NOTATIONS AND NUMBERS INDICATING BETTING 



ONE OF THE SUSPECTED LONG DISTANCE TOLL .CREDIT CARD NUMBERS. 

AFTER AGENTS IDENTIFIED THEMSELVES AT • ' 

BATON ROUGE, AND ANNOUNCED THEIR INTENTIONS, 

, WHO WAS OCCUPANT OF ABOVE RESIDENCE , REFUSED TO ' 

ADMIT AGENTS, AT WHICH TIME ENTRY WAS THEN FORCED. AS A RESULT. OF THE 
SEARCH, AGENTS SEIZED MISCELLANEOUS NOTES "THAT APPEARED TO 
END PAGE TWO . . # 




PAGE THREE - 

3E CONNECTED WITH GAMBLING, ONE BOX LABELED "THREE BLACK 

JACK LAY OUTS - INSURANCE STYLE," AND TWO BOXES LABELED - 

/ - 

"ONE DICE LAY OUT TABLE FOUR FEET BY ELEVEN FEET." AGENTS 
COMPLETED SEARCH OF PREMISES AT TWELVE TWENTY P .M . AND 
WARRANT RETURNED TO U. S. COMMISSIONER, TWELVE FIFTY P .M . 

“RETURNS WERE MADE TO THE U. S. COMMISSIONER, FRITZ WINDHORST, 
NEW ORLEANS, ON THE SEARCHES CONDUCTED AT NEW ORLEANS, AND ON THE 
SEARCH OF THE BATON ROUGE RESIDENCE BEFORE DEPUTY COURT CLERK', 

C. H. BANTA , WHO WAS ACTING' U. S. COMMISSIONER. 

END ... • ' 

WA . . NHH > _ • ■ ' 

FBI WASH DC ' 

MM LAS • ’ . 

FBI MIAMI 

tu cLrstclbfn=tp . ; 



0 


i*SI WASH DC 


r-.vw cf. i 

mm. s. ,jt. n :azni w»**sri»s 

r-crni 

JaW 5-:: V-- 


7„,I MIAMI 


\ URGENT 1-8-66 RW 


42TPM '. URGENT 1-8- 
|0 DIRECTOR /92-3S25/ 
FROM MIAMI 792-353/ 






AKA « AR? XGA. KENNETH HEIRB ERT.^, \ 

$ H ANNA , AKA. FBW , 1TWI, ITAR. . , : 

■ Ami executed .search warrants on residences of 

AND TWO ADDRESSES, FOR MARTIN SKLAROFF AS WELL 
AS EXECUTED SEARCH WARRANTS FOR iTHEIR PERSONS AT ELEVEN 
A,Mi TODAY » SIMULTANEOUSLY KENNETH HANNA TAKEN IN CUSTODY 
AT .HIS RESIDENCE AND .SEARCH WARRANT EXECUTED AT SAME.' ALL. ^ • 

ACTION TAKEN BY BUREAU .AGENTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH PLANS AND 
WITHOUT INCIDENT. AT RESIDENCES Q? | | AND APARTMENT- FOR 

. SKLAROFF AS WELL AS HANNA,- BQOKMAKING PARAPHERNALIA SEIZED. 

AT HANNA RESIDENCE "BLUE BOX" SEIZED.. AT APARTMENT USED BY 
. SKLAROFF, ; ONE THREE' .ONE NINE N,E. ONE ZERO FIVE STREET, APT. . 

. FOUR, A "CHEESE BOX” SEIZED AND ALSO DiSC^VERED ^THEI^B^CTRONIC ^ 

and telephonic equipment i i ^ " r ^ 

END PAGE ONE ' 

IB'? JAW 11 

• jMR, UaCAC« rcCi V<1£ MikvfoJl 

" . ! r __ «=»«3 s 3. 


END PAGE ONE 




7 a- 7 


ORIGINAL FILED 3N 

. fyn T^TVT 4 T. r .TTHTT -rrr\ 



* # 


PAGE TWO ' • 

HANNA’S be ' 

. ' ' b7C 

AND APT® USED BY SKLAROFF CONCERNING BETS AND INFORMATION 
RE "LINE.” , 

HANNA BROUGHT TO MIAMI OFFICE FOR PHOTOGRAPHING 
AND FINGERPRINTING AND LODGED IN DADE COUNTY J.AIL IN DEFAULT 
OF FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS BOND. 

ADMITTANCE TO ALL PLACES SEARCHED GRANTED EXCEPT AT 

RESIDENCE OF HANNA WHERE IT WAS NECESSARY TO FORCIBLY ENTER. 

<. 

OTHER DIVISIONS TELEPHONIC ALLY CONTACTED MIAMI INDICATING 
SUCCESSFUL OPERATION IN EACH INCLUDING THE ARREST OF NAT 
MODELL IN NEW YORK CITY. 

DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY? MIAMI? FEELS OPERATION MOST 
SUCCESSFUL. WIDESPREAD PRESS INQUIRY BEING RECEIVED AT 
MIAMI AND PRESS RELEASE ISSUED. LOCAL’. NEWSPAPERS TOOK - . 

PHOTOGRAPHS OF "BLUE BOX" AND' "CHEESE BOX” AT MIAMI OFFICE 



AGENTS ACCEPTED NUMEROUS CALLS AT 



TO: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 


FROM: SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 

O 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
ITAR; ITWI; FBW 


Re Mi ami airtels , 12/27/65, and 1/10/66, and 
Miami teletype, 1/8/66. 

Hearing before USC EDWARD P. SWAN, Miami, SDF , 
held 1/10/66, for subject. Bond continued at $5,000 and 
preliminary hearing set for 1/20/66. Subject represented 
by Attorney BEN COHEN. 


Bureau 
1 - Miami 
WFH:bjc 



REG- 47 





F B I 


FD-36 (Rev. 10-29-63) 


% 


% 


Date: 


1/10/66 


Transmit the following in 


R T E L 

( Type in plain text or code) 
(Priority) 


TO: DIRECTOR, (165-1990) 

FROM: SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 

O 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
ITAR; ITNI; FBW 


Re Miami airtels , 12/27/65, and 1/10/66, to 
the Bureau, 

For information of New York, subject arrested 
1/8/66, and premises searched pursuant to search warrant. 
Found in subject's apartment was an electronic box, photo- 
graph of which was forwarded to New York with referenced f 
airtel, 1/10/66. This box was black rather than blue as 
anticipated . 

Also found in subject's apartment was a shipping 
cardboard carton suitable in size for shipment of the 
electronic box and this cardboard carton contained packing 
material. The carton reflects that it was sent Airmail 
Special Delivery from New York City 12/16/65, to Mr. 

KENNETH HANNA, 2990 Northeast 170th Street, North Miami 
Beach, Fla. The address labe l on this carton reflects 

that the carton was sent from b( 

New York, New York.” Miami believes that possibly b 
tne acove-described carton was utilized in the shipment of 
the electronic box found on HANNA's premises and that 


3 / - Bureau 
2 - New York 
1 - Miami 
WFH:bjc 

fP /£& 


Vi 45 

Approved:,^ 


EX-103 


B JAN las* 




J* SploiW^Agent in Charge 


MM 165-592 



o£ this orsimilar electronic boxes 


NEW YORK 


,, AT NEW YORK - NEW YORK . 

Immediate ly determine background information 
concerning and his business ; in the event New . 

York does not nave any reason to, the contrary, 
should ;b,e i n tervlewe d concer ning the shipment maae to 
HANNA. In theevent| |is in the electronic equip- 
ment business . New York- should- advise Miami; prior to 
conducting an. interview aind await instructions in this 



w VM-65) 


52CODE 


1:12/Mi EST URGENT 1 - 8-66 RTG 
TJ 0 T DIRECTOR (92-3625) 

*FROM MIAMI O 7 O 5 OO 


fc opt 

h 

1 

t .’.ADI© ^TELETYPE' 



Co. v 

Coik* -1 . _ 
Con root 
Felt _£ r 
Gole 

Rosen — ’ — 
Sullivan — — 

Tavcl 

TroUejr „ 

Wick 

Tele, *'30<n , 
Hok- •p^- 
Oore * 


AR; IGA. KENNETH HANNA, ITWI. 


REBU TELE-PHONE. CALL TO' MIAMI. TODAY. ■ ■ i 

.SEARCH WARRANTS ISSUED MIAMI TODAY FOR PERSON AND PREMISES 
OF FOLLOWING: 




NORTH MIAMI AND MARTIN SKLAROFF, 'l 2^ NE FIRST AVE.., NORTH 

MIAMI. SEARCH WARRANT FOR PREMISE ALSO ISSUED FOR SKLAROFF ? *S 
OPERATION, 1319 NE 1 05 STREET, APARTMENT k, MIAMI SHORES 1 ., . 
WARRANTS BASED ON VIOLATIONS OF TITLE 18, USC, SECTIONS 1 08I|. 

AND 1952, FOR KENNETH HANNA AND SEARCH WARRANT FOR PREMISES 
229 NE 170 STREET APARTMENT 2, NORTH MIAMI BEACH, BASED ON 
VIOLATIONS OF TITLE l 8 , USC, SECT I ONS . 1 081|.,^1952 AND T 3 I 4 . 3 . 

#5,000 BOND RECOMMENDED. / ^ 


v £ 


RECEIVED: 1 :29 AM LRC 


/&.$■-- / — 


NOT RECORDED . ’ 


178 JAN 11 1966 


mxmmtHUOK tmnsHPMM lElWBXBSMW 

< 

i hove message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is 

suggested that it b< 

'nr an* $ cryptographic systems* 



. — 

• ,■>'% 

'I ' ^ 

* * 

' v > 

FBI NEW ORLS 


5-20 PM CST URGENT 1/7 /on OLP 
TO ■ D I SECTOR AND Mi AMI 




FROM /NEW ORLEANS (92-183) 

/ t i 


J 


be 

blZ 


: '•« £ gss^-5 

t * i: / J * 

— ^ 

m ;i 

* 7 . v,~j _ ^ 


*. t i ■ ■ Jl .. f1) ll ; 

AR , I GA % KENNETH*’ HANNA , AKA • ! TWl ". f 

..^■■ |I1| -. | - W ~... ' t j * — r * — — — i-1 r \ " 


' :■ RE NEW ORLEANS TEL TO BUREAU AND , MI AMI JANUARY .SE VEt/^‘'“ v 
INSTANT .-’. •/■' , . ' ■ . , 7, ■ ' ’ • ' ' . *. 7, ■ ' - ' -- 

USA LOUIS. C. LAC OUR , NEW ’ORLEANS ADVISED AT FOUR TWENTY 

- - ' - - - v ' ” ;■ .: ’’ ■ Q. 

FIVE PM TODAY THAT AS A RESULT, OF A REVIEW "OF THE LAW ON THIS . ' 

MATTER AND FROM CONFERRING- WITH' -DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY OWEN NEFF,- ■ 
THAT HE I NTENDS TO’ AUTHORIZE WARRANTS TO. BE- -^ISSUED . FOR THE * 

AT NEW ORLEANS 7 • ; 


SEARCH OF THE PERSON OH 


AND BATON ROUGE, AND FOR THE SEARCH* OF THE' PERSON OF 

HE ALSO- HAS 


, KNOWN AS 


AUTHORIZED THE ISSUANCEOF A SEARCH WARRANT FOR THE PREMISES 

■ W- 

AT NEW ORLEANS LOCATED . AT 


OF 


], NEW. ORLEANS \ IN ADDITION TO THE WARRANTS- FOR 

AT NEW. ORLEANS 


.THE SEARCH OF THE PREMISES OF 
'AND or ] 


AT BATON. ROUGE 


*y. 7' 


END * 

WA o « • • 

MM MRW 
FBI WASH DC 
MM ... 

TU WA CLEAR 


bbhw wu b 

V ' bs- JAN ‘1-0 WS’ 


' ^ 
, 7 


a 


M 

p=4 

0^4 

M' 

O 

M 

P3 

o 



NOT 

200 JAN 10 1966 


/ ^ - - - - -* 

, 51-JAN 14 1966 V 


-3 (Re*. 12-1-65) 


•E GO f 


3 S PvC 


Tolson 

Deloach 

Mohr 

Casper 

Callahan 

Conrad . . ft j? — 
Fellh-^L *y~* 
Gale 

Rose^ .. 

Sul liwoji 

TavelV. 

Trotter 

Wick 


□ MZimAMi ' □ CABILE0C1AWI □ I5£Dfl© KJ TELETYPE 


9? 30 PM/EST DEFERRED 1-6-66 PJR 


TO [M RECTOR 


FRfOM MIAMI O 7 OI 3 O 


be W ' / 

blC ‘ • \ 

kOJ >0 

AKA, ARj * GAS KENNETH HANNA, AKA, 1 TAR. 


m u 


' RE MIAMI TEL JANUARY 5 LAST. 

NECESSARY PAPERS REACHED DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY’S IN 
CITIES INVOLVED IN RAIDS AND CERTAIN .ARRESTS JANUARY 8 NEXT. 

DISCUSSION USA MIAMI TODAY DISCLOSED HE IS AGREEABLE TO 
ARREST HANNA FOR FBW, ITWI, AND ITAR VIOLATIONS. - 


RECEIVED? 10?03 PM JR 


NOT BECO 81 S 

JAi’! 10 iggg 






© JlN 10W6 



. 

51JAN141966 

If the intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau , it is suggested that it be suitably 
paraphrased in order to protect the Bureau’s cryptographic systems . 


4-3 (H&V. 12 - 1 - 65 ) 


. •Vwr' 


r-i 

1 I i/Si w L’i \Jzs 


DECODE CKTO P Y - 

f V 

□ CASMaGGSiG DJ2ADIO SSmiTOS 


To! son 

DeLoach . 

Mohr" 

Casper — 
Callahan . 


Gale I- __ 

Rcserfi £ 

Suflivl»A — — 

Tavel 

Trotter 

V/ick 

Tele. Room - 

Holmes 

Ganoy 


8 ? 35 / Pii est urgent 1 - 6-66 ejc 

T0^ DIRECTOR AND MIAMI 


PROW NEWARK (1 65 - 665 ) 062330 


AKA; AR; IGA, 


KENNETH HANNA AKA; ITWI . 

RE NK TELETYPE, DATE JANUARY 5 LAST, 





‘ ) J/. 

Xi r/s <■ 

}0vty 

iy 




INFO RECEIVED THIS DATE FROM UTILITIES COMPANY REGARDING 


USAGE AT | 

OF TELEPHONE NUMBERS 



LOCATION 

SUGGEST PREMISE’S NOT 


IN USE AT THIS TIME. OBSERVATION IN AREA AND ATTEMPTED PRETEXT 
CALLS SHOW NO INDICATION OF OCCUPANCY. IN VIEW OF THIS, MIAMI 
SHOULD DISCUSS WITH DEPT. ATTY, UACB. \ 

MIAMI PREVIOUSLY REQUESTED IDENTITY OF SUBSCRIBER TO 

i , 

NUMBER IS LISTED TO . 

WITH AUXILIARY NUMBER WHICH APPEARS 


WITH AUXILIARY NUMBER WHICH APPEARS 

IN LIST OF THOSE CALLED FROM HANNA TELEPHONES BETWEEN^f^l. 

NOVEMBER 26 AND DECEMBER 16 LAST « ACCORDING' TO REOOl©£BEC0iRB®© 

179 Jfe?4 10 1960 




£■ ,/ , 


JAN flie66 







: intelligence contained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
Prettied in order to protect the Bureau's cryptographic systems . „ . 
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□ A8K6S 


£ C 


c'o p y 


a CABLE©® AM □. ISADS© isaJBlE 


Tolson 

, DcLoach 

tyohru 

Casper 

Callahan — 

Conrad 

Felt 

Gale 

Rosen 

Sullivan 

Tavel 

Trotter 

Wick 

Tele. Room - 

Holmes 

Gandy 


PAGE, TWO FROM NEWARK O 6233 O 



SERVICE CONNECTED DECEMBER- 3 LAST* HE GAVE EMPLOYMENT 


NO RECORD FOR WHICH 


CAN BE FOUND » CREQIT INQUIRY NEGATIVE* UTILITIES RECORDS 


CHECKED JANUARY 5 LAST SHOW 


REQUESTED SERVICE BEGINNING 


DECEMBER 2 LAST GIVING OCCUPATION AS I RUCK DRIVER* HE 
REFUSED TO DIVULGE EMPLOYER* GAVE PREVIOUS ADDRESS AS | | 


NYC* RECORDS SHOWED PREMI SES- PREVIOUSLY 
WHOSE SERVICE WAS DISCONTINUED IN 


OCCUPIED BY WHOSE SERVICE 

AUGUST FOR NONPAYMENT., SUGGESTED THAT 



MAY BE IDENTCAL 


-WITH 


(LNU) CALLED BY HANNA* NEWARK INDICES NEGATIVE 


■ ■> 

MIAMI ATTEMPT TO ASCERTAIN IF GALLS ARE CURRENTLY BEING 


MADE T 



AND IF P0OBABLE CAUSE EXISTS 


TO OBTAIN SEARCH WARRANTS AGAINST[ 


PARTY FORMERLY A 


PRESENTLY A 



LOCATION* APPEARS 


1 IGHT BE PARTY - 


RECEIVED; 9;33 PM RJB/EFH 


If the intelligence tained in the above message is to be disseminated outside the Bureau, it is suggested that it be suitably 
paraphrased in order to protect the Bureau’s cryptographic systems . 




J ATTENTION: 


date: 


1 / 11/66 


FROM 


SUBJECTS'? 



. V 

\a V) 
\5 




DIRECTOR, FBI 
IDENTIFICATION DIVISION 
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION 

SAC, NEWARK (165-663) 


0 KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka. 

ITWIj FBW 

In connection with the execution of a search warrant -t 
at the second floor premises of : 

NJ, on 1/8/66, the following items were seized: — : 

2 - Telephone Directories for Jersey City, Bayonne 
— and Hoboken 

b6 1 — Newspaper , Jersey Journal, dated 12/17/65 

b7c 1 - Newspaper, New York Herald Tribune, dated 12/17/6 5 

1 - Telepho ne instrum ent , desk type, pink, telephone 


— number | | 

1 - Telephone instrum' 
telephone number 



iss type, white, 
with broken line eord 


For the information of the Identification Division, 
the Miami Division is in possession of legal evidence placing one 
kLNV) at the location of the above-mentioned telephones 
wmaxe h e was receiving wagering inf or mat ion via telephone fromr , 
subject in Miami. \ 

: Owners of the premises, j 

cla imed that the s econd floor apartment was rented/" 

hv them To nnal I Invest, i gat ion has developed, Ih^tk. 

engages in bookmaking ) 

acti ” -8 t-t a ci p, nd there is reason . to . believe that he is identical b 
witfl 


LNH) . 


The Identification Division, is requested to expeditiously 
examine the above-listed material for latent ■ f 1 i ngernri ntc and — _ 

if possible, compare any found with those of | . ' 

To date, no arrest record has been located for ] , Lhawever, 

it -is nnssihiA he mav have had military serviced"! |was 

hn-rn I t | and has Social Security Number 

— H6 ig employed as an accordion player and is a - 
member or bocal 5.**^ ««« n-p in»a’i/»<aiie- wa pre- 


member OX bOCal am a nmnn hqi 

sently resides at 

...Tn mcM. 

The Bureau, Miami" 'and i 
of ..requested examination. 

Bur eau % 

— (1 -/''Package) - 

1 ^^^Cinfjo|||L65-592) v 

(7) Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly 


fewark should be furnished results 


18 JAN 



Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 



5010-108 
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SAC, MIAMI (165-592) 


Director, FBI 




KEHHETH HERBERT HAlMA, aka 
ITAR; ITWIJ FEW 


January 12 , 1966 


V 


Reference is made to your communication dated l/jtO/66 transmitting 
I | negative(s) film □ photograph(s) □ document(s) | | 

pertaining to the above-captioned matter. 

In accordance with your requester] film has been developed 

□ enlargement s) made 
| | positive copy made 

I 1 print(s)'made 
| | slide(s) made 

| | negative(s) made 

| | Photostats made \ 

The above is jgg- attached 

| | being sent under separate cover, via □ registered mail 

| | REA Express 

i jt 

be 

b7C 




'\7 


OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 


UNITED STATES GOtJ^NMENT 

Memorandum, 


TO 


FROM 


subject: 


Director, FBI date: 1 / 10/66 

Attention: FBI Laboratory - Mechanical Section 


SAC, Miami (165-592) (P) 

(D 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
ITAR; ITWI; FBW 




5 T 


Enclosed herewith is one 100 ft. roll of Kodak Tri-X 
16 mm movie film which has been exposed/ and is undeveloped. 


The Laboratory is requested to process this film 
suitable for projection. / 

Handle a^|g|J^e.~ 

/§)- Bureau (Enc. 1) (RM) / / / / , ' t? ^ 

1 - Miami / ' // ^ ^ 

WFH:amc ^ 

(4) 


Cuk, TyuuJL hut 

; JNro r 

m x 


ecevEO , 
EVELOPED 
MINTED 
itARGBSENTB 
OPIED 
MSPFPTFD 


32 
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JfL Jt 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


REPORTING OFFICE 

OFFICE OF ORIGIN 

DATE 

INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 


MIAMI 

MIAMI 

1/13/66 

12/1/65 - 

1/10/66 


TITLE OF CASE 

REPORT MADE BY 


be 

TYPED BY 


CHANGED 

KENNETH HERBERT* HANNA , aka 
Ken; Hanna, 

Jap\ 6)j 
Zur}k// £Ml/)3 ^ , 


CHARACTER OF CASE 


b7C 


I TAR; ITWI; FBW 


si 



OP 


Title is marked Changed to reflect the addition 
of the alias "CURLY" by which’ the subject is known among 
various gamblers. 


REFERENCES 


Report of SA 


dated 11/9/65 


at Miami captioned KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka, 
XGA 

Miami air tel to Director '12/2T/65. 

M-tam* f-eletvpe to Dir ector 1/8/66 captioned 


"I aka, AR; IGA; 

KENNETH HERBERT HANwl, aka, ITAR; ITWI; FBW. 


Case pcvAi:?” c~ 
Prosecution P'r 


7 O 


res n 


no Ll 

*? v n \ ! 


1 


b6 

b7C 



APPROVED 


COPIES MADE: ^ v 

Q/- Bureau (165-1990.) 


ECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE 



DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 


USA, Miami - Att: Departmental Atttos-, 
BRIAN GETTINGS and WALLACE JOHNSON] 

Copies Cover Page B 

6 - Miami (4 - 165-592) 

(1 - 162-3411 (KENNETH HANNAfr 
(1 - 92-353) 


/jg,aB . 'Z./J-f# fodp 


3 JAN 17 1966 


REC* 61 

ST-105 


Agency 


M&L: 

dp** -t fk 

1 - 

Request Reed. 


w i 

J 1 % : 


Date Fwd, 


r r 



How Fwd. 


/, 

\h 

r 



By 




_ 





57 FEB 4 19( 



# # 
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2 - Albany 
2 - Atlanta *; 

2 - Baltimore 
2 - Dallas 
2 - Detroit 
2 - Jackson 
2 - New Orleans 
4 - New York 

(2- 165 -NAT MODELL) 

4 - Newark 

2 - Oklahoma City 

1 - Philadelphia (165-698) (Info) 

A****,****** it it is is itititititieiticit ******** 


LEADS 


The following leads set forth in this report were 
set forth in referenced Miami airtel dated 12/27/65. 

Each office receiving copies of this report is 
requested to conduct the following investigation and to 
furnish the results of this information to Miami on 25 copies 
of multilitir inserts c|r FD 302s suitable for inclusion in a 
165 Report. Administrative data should be forwarded on the 
accompanying airtel. It is reeogriized that some of the 
information requested herein concerning the subscribers to 
the telephone numbers may have been previously submitted to 
Miami in other cases. However, it is requested that this 
information be forwarded as per above and in order that the 
preparation of the next report in instant case can be 
expedited in the Miami Division. 

The telephone numbers set forth in these leads 
should be checked against the list of telephone numbers 
appearing with names aad code numbers which was seized in 


B 

COVER PAGE 
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the search of HANNA 9 s apartment and which is included in the 
body of this report. 

ALBANY 

" " 

AT SCHENECTADY. NEW YORK 


ATLANTA 

P 

AT CONYERS. GEORGIA 


BALTIMORE 

AT BALTIMORE. MARYLAND 


DALLAS 

AT FORT WORTH. TEXAS 


DETROIT 

AT DETROIT. MICHIGAN 


J 


C 

COVER PAGE 
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AT JERSEY CITY, NEW JERSEY 


AT LINDEN, NEW JERSEY 


AT SEASIDE PARK, NEW JERSEY 


AT UNION CITY, NEW JERSEY 


OKLAHOMA CITY 

AT TULSA 0 OKLAHOMA 


E 

COVER PAGE 
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• • 


MIAMI 



2. Will coordinate with officials of Southern 
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company a test of the "Blue Box" 
obtained in the search of HANNA's apartment to confirm that 
this equipment will actually bypass the billing apparatus of 
the telephone company and allow long distance telephone calls 
to be made without a resulting toll charge. 

3. Will review the tapes and print-outs with 
officials of the telephone company to definitely establish 
the amount of money the telephone company was defrauded. 

4. Will make additional review of the evidence 
obtained from the Grand Jury in Philadelphia and also the 
evidence seized pursuant to the search warrant and set forth 
appropriate leads . 

5. Will follow the prosecutive action in this 

case. 


ADMINISTRATIVE 

The Miami Division has a previous investigation in 
progress concerning KENNETH HERBERT HANNA and this 
investigation was carried under the caption KENNETH HERBERT 
HANNA, aka, IGA, Miami File 162-341. 


F 
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Additional copies of this report are being 
forwarded to New York for inclusion in their file on 
NAT MODELL. 

Additional copies are also being forwarded to 
Newark in view of the investigation by that Division of 
several individuals connected with HANNA. 

One copy of this report is being forwarded as 
information to the Philadelphia Division where the original 
evidence was subpoenaed. 

Miami Office is making an additional copy of this 
report to have it available in the event the further 
examination , of evidence requires investigation in field 
divisions not; yet involved. 


G* 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Copy to: 


Report of: 

Date: 

Field Office File 


United States Attorney, Miami, Florida 
Attentions Departmental Attorneys 

BRIAN GETTINGS and WALLACE JOHNSON 



Office: 


Miami, Florida 


165-592 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA 


Bureau File 


165-1990 


INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION IN AID OF RACKETEERING; 
INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF WAGERING INFORMATION; 
FRAUD BY WIRE 


FRCP Rule 6 ( 


In response to a subpoena. I |_ 

were produced before us urana jury, rnxjLaaexpma , 
12/22/65. Court" Order issued USDC, Eastern District' o£ 

Pa,,' 1/6/66, to allow disclosure of records and tapes. This 

matar-fal narf-a jned td 

| electronic device commonly iuj.ui.ieu lu vy 

telephone company as "Blue Box." This device permits \ 
long' distance telephone calls to be made without the calling 
party being billed. Examination of evidence from Grand Jury 


Authorized complaint filed 1/7 /bb before USC, Miami, 
charging subject with violation of Sections 1084, 1343 and 1952, 
Title 18, USC. Affidavits furnished an,d search warrant was 
obtained 1/7/66 for HANNA’s residence. Apartment 2, 2290 North- 
east 170th Street, North Miami Beach, Fla. HANNA arrested 
1/8/66 at Apartment 2 by Bureau Agents after front door smashed 
to gain access. Search warrant executed 1/8/66 after arrest. 
Seized, pursuant to search warrant, among other items, were 
"Blue Box" and list of telephone numbers with accompanying 
nicknames and code numbers. HANNA arraigned USC, Miami, 1/10/66 
and bond continued at $5,000. Preliminary hearing set by USC 
for 1/20/66. 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI* It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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b6 

b7C 
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Recei pt of records bv 

saI 
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Recei pt of records by 
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re "Bj 

ne Rn-g" 

Interv 

iew ofl 



re additional AMA 
■ print-outs 
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DETAILS 


b3 FRCP Rule 6(e) 

b6 

b7C 


A subpoena was issued on December 22, 1965 by the " - 
United States District Court. Eastern District of Pennsylvania 


appear before the Grand Jury in Philadelphia, on the 22nd day 
of Decembezf 1965, to testify before the Grand Jury and to bring 



By memorandum dated December 22, 1965, HAROLD S. 
O’BRIAN, JR., Assistant United States Attorney, Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania, advised that on December 22, 1965 



t 

records | | 

advised that these records ware thereafter delivered by him 
personally to Special Agent of the Federal 

Bureau, of Investigation on .December 22, iyto arter their 
introduction to the Grand Jury, pursuant to the procedure 
previously established by the Grand Jury for the examination 
of records* 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


1 


Date 12 / 22/65 

b3 FRCP Ru. 

b6 

b7C 


| advised that on . 

December *22 „ .1965 n he presented tb Federal ©rand Jury 
at Philadelphia. Pa. J i 


I 


1 furt her advised that 


investigation has tentatively identi 

xrea tne subject . : ^x' 

that their investigation concerns the use of a "blue 
box" operation @n Miami telephone lines 94S-9723 and 
945-9655 9 and that these lines are presently located 
at 2290 . Northwest 170th,Street 9 Apartment 2 S Miami 9 


Florida, 


b6 

b7C 

b3 FCRP P 


stated that a "blue .box" operation is one 
where electronic equipment is placed on- telephone lines 
at tfre originating .unit in order . -to prevent billings . 
being made oh long distance calls p laded. . : b6 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


1 


Date _ ■ 12/ 22 /6 5 

t 



o n 1 12/22/85 af Philadelphia fl Pa, 


b6 

"b7C 


H Philadelphia 92-®63 
Miami 165-592- ; ^ 


by 




-Date dictated 


12/22/65 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

i - ^ 


Date ■ 12/3.0/65 > > 

1 


1 b6 

— - b7C 

On this date 9 Special Agent 

received a cardboard box at the Miami Office of the 

Federal Bureau o£ Investigation which contained the following 

items; 


lo 

2 „ 

3* 

4p 


b3 FCRP Rule 6(e) 


The 

Special Agend 


above i tems were initialed and dated by 


1 


be 

b7C 



12/24/65 Miami 9 Florida 


File # Miami 165-592 


SA 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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The following fe6tion for Disclosure of Grand Jury 
Records was filed in the United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Pennsylvania? 

"AND NOW COMES Drew J. 0 9 Keefe, United States 
Attorney for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, and b3 
J. Shane Creamer, First Assistant United States Attorney b6 
for said District, and respectfully represent? hl 


1. On Wednesday,, December 22 „ 1965 , certain 

I were subpoenaed for presentation before Your Honor* s 
Grand Jury. 

2. On December 22, 1965, 


I pfag&ht&a 

records before Your Honor's Grand Jury. 



5. The United States Department of Justice is 
currently investigating the use of unlawful electronic 
devices in the area of Miami, Florida, and in order to 
complete this investigation and to make proper arrests and 


• • 

MM 165-592 


searches it is necessary that some of the above- described 
material subpoenaed from I I 

[be disclosed in order to prepare and 
execute appropriate affidavits for arrest and search 
warrants'. 


’’WHEREFORE , it is respectfully requested that the 
United States Department of Justice be permitted to disclose 
these Grand Jury records for the purpose of preparing arrest 
and search warrants in the above-entitled investigation. 

"Respectfully submitted » 


DREW J. T.^pEfE 

United States Attorney b3 FCRP Ru i e & 


J. SHANE CREAMER 

First Assistant U. S. Attorney" 


Court Order was issued i 

"AND NQWg to wlti this §th day of January 1966, 
it is hereby 


dated Baaemheg 


] 


_ may hi ii§§ loser pursuant to 
rui§ e^ej or tee yeoerai suites of Criminal Froeedure for the 
purpose of preparing and eiie@uiln§ arrest and seareh warrants 


as outlined in the within motion of Drew J. T. O'Keefe, 
United States Attorney. 

"BY THE COURT; 


/s/ A. Leon Higginbotham, 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


that| 

nel in N m York City contacted 
and advised that they had disc* 




I person 

him on November 23, 1965, 
wered a " blue bog” p assib 
se numbers | pnd 

estimation he de 



KflERHnnm 


ese in 

a Is were not known t# hiss t© have any connection with 
gambling operations, he did not pursue his investigation 
amz_. farther on November 2$, 1065, bearing in s&nd that the 
berscnnel may have been in error, &hf|£heir-< observations . 


aeber m* 19&5»|_ 
land advised him 
that the "blue 


On Nffive sber 24, 1965, 1 p erssMftel in New York 
called and advised him that they had "more firm" 

inf&imsation* ana that the "blue base" was probably oper- 
ating from Miami telephone 945-9723, subscribed to by 
KRNNgm MAM KA at 16796 Northeast 18th Avenue, Apartment 9. 

pdvised that in checking HANKA's telephone bill 
for the preceding month, he determined that the tolls 
charged arninst this bill were ©nlv $5.69 ■ ’ 



-File # 


by SAj /d& DateHii&tated 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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closed in a bine b©s 9 and that thereafter these devices 
Of this garticnlar nature have been referred to by 
telephone company personnel as "blue bo^es”. 


explained that &p$sr©Kieaateiy two 
years ago he ms instructed in' the principals of h®w.\ 
a "bine b^" operates, and the sinner in which long distance 
£®11 charge^ are avoided then it is use. According to ^ 

“ ia«t the "bine fete" is a sophisticated 


electronic instrument which can be attached' to & the tele- 


phone Or telephone line %^'Sa telephtee subscriber and 
enable the subscriber t# call anywhere he mig ht desire, 
Utilising the telephone long distance network- without 
being billed for the call,. The "blue b<m u consists ©f 
•el^sipaent which produces tones duplicating the long dis- 
tance Sending equipment utilised by the telephone company 
in ordinary conduct of telephone business, T# utilise 




to get access to the 




network before these tones will 


Ordinarily the person desiring t@ use a "blue bops" -4will 
gain access too the toll network by dialing a free tele- 
phone call, using his regular telephone,; . Such free calls 
could be to "Shiver sal Infestation" f5S5 and feur addi- 
tional digits) fer distant cities-, or a call to a number 
In a distant city which is a non-working number, and is 
#n "intercept". Access to the toll network can be gained 
by dialing a working number in a distant city. 


be 

b7C 


ft 


After gaining access to the toll network by 
one Of the above methods, the "blue boas;" is then employed, 
and tones are emitted £oon the "blue b0&®% whieh the net- 
work interprets as being a. nomal ordinary long distance 
telephone call. 'fhe call can be completed and conversa- 
tion carried ©n in an ordinary manner* however, the tele- 
phone company billing e^uipBent recOgnl&es only the free 
tall by which tile person gained access t& the network, 
and therefore, when the telephone cotmpany bill is issued, 
there is no charge or billable record made for the tele- 
phone company* j j 











An examination of the evidence received from 

Philadelphia included among other things the notes of 

i telephone company employee who assisted xn 
tne investigation conducted by the telephone company. Among 
"these notes was a list of the telephone numbers pulsed from 
Miami telephone number 945-9723 in the period November 24 
through December 21, 1965. A Xerox copy of this list follows 
this page in this. report. 


An examination of the magnetic recording tapes 

included in the evidence was m ad® by Special Agents 

| on January 5 and 6 S 1966. 

Some of the telephone calls 9 that is the conversation 
also set for th hereafter along with the interview of 


are 


telephone company employee 9 as to the origin of 


each call. 

















This document contains neither recommendations nop cqnclu§ions of the pBI. It is t^e property of \he FBI and i§ loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distribute^ outside youp agpncy. 
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he can 
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can aiso v®r 


g pn on December 16, 1965 
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E /«\ H J J 


number 945-9f 23 „ 
he heard and describe 
that the call was com 
the individual talked 
that based on the aho 
that telephone {•, 


t relates in part to telephone 
that the telephone call which 
on this print-out Indicating 
@r SMfi-QTOa -8 to Mianwi anri that 

minutes o stated 


inasmuch as the print-out reflects if to have been directed 


can test la 
this call 
eted to 


the notation call §2 along with his 
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»»KEH , Hot one© did he com© to the machines <> ■ 

He la st sat there o ' Now — ah so 1'said to 
1 1 said when yon see - when yon got' 
to the machines, 2 said, and bet on this 
horse, I said, yon Just turn around and 
take '& peek at the guy'- I saido The guy 
is not making a move but 1° 11 tell ‘you - 
if, if - I was <£tap@ cuts off abruptly)” 

b6 

b7C 
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Oh 


\ 





cuats off 


first, th@ffi S called 
it ®s got th@ boxes 


got. 


m 165-592 
3 * 


KM 


1 'said you get oleratasr bfififtilge ' their" ’ 

gay toy" the name got Jersey o 

How' I 'said w© can have ail " of Pennsylvania , 
either the' eastern or"th© wester® part 0 So ■ 
says "alright , 'we° 11 take Philadelphia, 


t&k# the ©aster® part, 1 said that°s alright. 


colored pictures yon know* „ They 
b® top and shows' these French 



Well, anyway, it was a new jnkebox, new thing 
come onto 


So now a 
coming in from 


bad' the 


ex bn 
import 


KEN 


Hew York; Well, he 


laying on 
to p 


dock ' in ' 
wp so' we' 
atobnt 'f inane 
Isays; look he says, ' if* s no 
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Date 


At 

A 


> 


i Bft gne'fciie iape 3 A< side % . 
the beginning of a call at 
#5 and the end of the call 
state that this call was. 
Detroit telephone numbeiL 
particular call the area 
frequency tones, however 
the period November ,24, 
this number was a Detroit 


•this - •ao cation on the 


Florida, .examined 
15 ; He' identified 
tape with white ' tape • 
(advised -that he can . 


frn« W&iail teleph one 945-9723 to 
irom mi related that in this 


be 

b7C 


on December ' 13 , 
/print-out for that 
f 1965 to the Universal 
and that this call la 
column reflects 


TSUo and that the 


”# 1 ” for 


w&s completed o 


f . 


313 is not iftCJlwued in the ' multi- 

on his evaluation of the calls during 
December 21, 1965, he can state^ that 


this' call was made after 11122 AM, 
automatic message accounting • 

a call at 11s 29 AM on December 18, 
Operator in Detroit, area code 3io, 
, n>St«." [stated that the 

this entry indicating' that the call 


b6 

b7C 


On 


1/5/66 




s 4 


ni~ 


.File # 
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be 
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between idea 
following co 



Ion sprite asad amd n61fc©d 


and SA bo 
©1 3A b7C 
the 


Operator Thajalk yotsa 


, 2 a 0 t yeto I calledl 

4 both numbers * I been dialing 0 r 
Detroit to see if they didh°t give 
iteers to non® of say customers 


t call a© either o 2 can°t understand 


11 ails those 
pLast night o 


1 / 5866/66 


1 asked 


3 ? 


Miami . Florida 


in the after- 
were going to have 
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"KEN 


NAT 

KEN 


NAT 


They’re entiled to go back if the number 
are there 'and they want "to go back* How 
the hell can guys go back with with games? 
You know what 1 mean? That 5 s mot the right 
thing to dOo 


That 9 © right„ ‘ I dom # t know' how they^io. 
What’s the matter with that 


X don’t 'know c 


He called the ‘motel’ for me 
‘ Vm doesn ’t know' my number ‘so 
why don’t he'asfl per 'it or -.ask yon or 
g^TTtg ^ 1,180 MotaTpher ‘h© — X 


know’ 


say® hay® you got 


had some number at a motel < 


How do you like that? 


call ae 


[called you 
he said n® didn’t 


90 


had the guy in the 
JESHS , ' some guy 
about something, but 
) no message, he 


(tape recorder cuts off interrupting conversation) 
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Date 


_[ 


Miami , 


Florid”-, Mftminfid' magnetic tap® aiA, rootage approximately 27 , and 
identified the beginning of; a telephone call at this location with 
white tape #7 and 


. be , 

! -b7C 


mm 


on December 
from Miami 


2, Mibb 


ASS on 
to 


call was saade 
nap.Mhftp • 3 „ 1965. an 


• • .. * a no O Kt ftl Q . A. Jt « J} 




10:18 AH 
made 


on the translation of th® quality off th® mnlti~ frequency 'tones in 
this call, along with tie' cd&parison off other known mrnbers pulsed 
in the course of his invest igat ion . 

J ; b6 . ; \ 

■ f . b7C 



: '>3 , k 
if, * 


< 


tf-o 


1/5/66 Miami, Florida 


Miami 165-592 


On 


at 



SAT 


File # : 

be ■ - • * 

b7c 1/6/66 

Date dictated 
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between 

following coi 


mq 5' • 
lis 

Lection 



uid SA b6 

2A b7( 




©jrai 



gay, now listen I 


low E com© tap with tto@"S®m® fignr® 



of cours® it doesn’t 
- beeatas© 1 ' have a 
ifflfj and' E com® ' tip with 


1 / 5 & 6/66 Miami »- Florid® Miami K85-&92 

On at File # 

SA I fend b6 ” ‘ ‘ ' 

SA \Tm b7c 

by 1 Date dictated 
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■b6 

b7C 

" "KEN 

Bmt h© • only paid ten 
font ah, "font ah, while 
f onr that week 2 had 
Anyway it is" charged 
out alright so - 

and eight' thohgh - - 
yon' had' it * twenty- 
it twenty two. ' 
to me, my money comes 


0»K« 


KEN 

So make his' bottom twenty five and tell him 
. that there was a mistake somewhere — 
called him last night — 2 ' talked with him 
a while and he transferred j 'he'*® 
transferred ten to me throngh somebody 

down' her© o 


IWentyfiwe one 
see I 'got it 
seven. He'- h 
half am foonr. 


©r it 'was. Let me 
mtyiive one five 
to me for abont a 


No. no 


that * s how 2 got yon? 
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between i< 
following 


testification mark® #8 'and 


|and SA. be 
,e tap© on reel 2 A b7( 
l moted that the 




1 yotiij I® v@ been going to the racetrack 


And l®v@ to®@n doing ' a /little good out there; I win 
three days in a row» 



On 1/5&6/86 


.File # 
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by _ || bjr~ — — Date dictated 1/6/66 
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"KEN When 1. came back they told me they played 
it about 2; 09 - they play on Georgia. 



KEN They laid 6 & 6$ . 



KEN It opened 6 down here. 



mat Hang on. {Apparently takes call on another 

phone) Hello . . . (Other party cannot be 
heard as this pn_ another line) Yeah. Bang on, 
I got the guy | - he®s got it. I®m 

going to tell him that you You 9 re going 

to call 'him when the ' game br eaks Yeah,"' 
hang' on. {Returns to | Hello. Now’, this 

guy will call you and ne v aa say , 9 this is 12, 
#12 calling for KENNY® . 



maw And he® 11 bet you the game then and there - 
early - whatever it opens, you know. 



KEN Yeah. Hello 2 
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Date 




i 


Florida, examined magnetic" 
identif led location 

this tap e with white tap® #9 
stated that this 



, «iami , 

za, approxinisie 275, and 

of the telephone ca ll on 
of the call as #9A. 


.23 to telephone 212-246' 

1965, and 9:00 AM, December 4 
the determination of the 
translation of the multi 
of the numbers called during 
in operation o 


end’ of the call as #9A. | | 

call was made from 'Miami telephone 
H3nn t Wwaen 9;00 am on December 


, 1965 

number was 


9p 


pEphi 


again advised that 
mAde by him through a ! 
tones al@ng with his knowledge 
period that the detection unit was 1 


be 

b7C 





r* s 


On 


by 


1/5/66 Miami, Florida 


SA 

1 aaad 1 k ^ 

SA 


“3gsa b7c 
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Date 
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fin „Tfaimnn«niv^ §" & 196 ©, SA 

~ \ ito® 

V 


on 


between identification- 
following conversation 




b6 

b7C 



o 


S9 2 9 sa to@tt'ing on Sana Bi@go today. 


KEM ’ I laid 7 o 


MODEL 
‘ KEN ’ ' 

b6 

b7C 


Yon 


t®ll Msa.j will you? 


yon call 


and 


S°sa bitting on today => and tomorrow -■ h@r© e s what t. ’ 
l v m doing tomorrows 


M03DELL ®c> ato@ad 0 


KEN--' y, I°m to®tting on t&® Raw. 
MOMUL San, y@s. 
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Yeffifec. 


And 2 put on Oakland and I laid 8, 

Oakland minims eight — I got it right here, 

W®11» yeah; what th® hell, I -got the right 
number, yon know. 


Yeah, I know that. 




got two. 


Jo 6 


b7C 


KBH A tots&l of Bo 

SODESoIb Where yon going to be tomorrow? 

KM 2° 11 probably be home watching the games. 


MODSIaL Yeah bust yon don°t get nothing on the phones, 

KM Mo, I ain^t going to take no nothing -'take ' ' 

nothing - yon can call me if you' want to— 'if 
anything changes 2 might bet again, (tape' cuts 
off and restss&sjT ,,, by last Wed,, he said, 
or something-, wasn°t it? 



, do you do anything- 
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M ES1 l°v© b@@m doing sosaethissg with them, but 

E had a loser last night, I bet oh Georgia,-- ' 


to the San 


ISOBEMt W® didn’t get nothing now - I®o first' going 
to get it when E go down and get tb@ scores 


EM E'knbw that they bad two 'losers last night' 
out of three, they bet 'on "3' games I forgot 
what they were® but I only pick-bet on 


MODEIaEii Yeaho 


EM Mke I ta ke a dim© bn 'them, now, I can give 
it off to| |if I don°t want ito If 1 want 
it , 1 keep ito 


p 251UI& o 


E got a good set-up with this thing , 


EM So-so, E mean E wanted’ you to stake a’ week 9 s 
pay iff "you "can, 'I - don® t‘ know whether we® re 
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to call yom s 



t 


EOT w®1T 9 h@ ask a®'- hs'i&ys* ' °pmfc 'a® ’Sown 

£©gf $2 this w@©k 0 w go? 'I f'igtar®;, ' w®ll» alright 
jg® ttat °© why S ' called yona's© -as to l@t yow 
&aw — to li®ll with calling himl 


©oK<, 


go this way yom cam t®ll hi® - 
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Date 1/11/6& 


; ■ * 

' ^ 



I Miami » 

Fionaa, examined magnetic 'tap® 3S&, approximate© lorcag® o41„ He 
identified the''h®glnrij|'hg of a telephone call at that location on 
the tape wit h white thp® #10 and the end of the call as #10A. 

stated that this call was Mad©' from Miami ’ telephone ; 
S4d-%rsz3 sometime between 4 s 15 PUS on 'December 10 , 1965 and 2 s 30 PM ' 
oh December 11, ' : 1965.‘ He stated' that the' telephone call was add© 
to telephone' 212<»246~1300 and' that he' again 'is able to determihe'' 
the called mtmmber based on ;his translation of the mnlti-freqnency 
tones. ;■ * 


be 

b7C 


^"4 


On 1/5/66 at Mi&mi v Florida File # Miami 165-592 


by 



Date dictated 1 /8/68 
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Between 

following 


l § & 1M, 

liistemed to the \ 
[oh Barter #1® and 


andSA 
,c tape on reel 2 A 
Md noted that the 


I go 
a 001 

X®11 


set 'for yotoio The ’only thing is there's 
= alright , l 9 11 'give them to yon then 
von what it is. 


1/5&8/66 


Miami 165-592 


fm at File # ! 

f! '\ Sa| I and b6 

j gf| PS* ^ Date dictated V 8 ^ 8 8 
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* # 

l _ 

MM 165-592 

■ linn * m 

*«NAT Illinois, fiv©» 

KEN Yeah„ 

NAT Notre Dam©, tvo» 

KEN Yeah*. 

NAT St 0 Bonnie’s a fill-in,, 

KIN Yeaho ' . . 

NAT Now, over here? Ct&p© interrupt ion) ^ 

KEN There ”11 to© nothing in today’s gam®,, 

NAT' Q.Ko th©Ho 

KEN Alright ^terminate) 

<end of conversation) 


■<r~£ 

<v 
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Florida, examined magnetic nape _ 

703, and he identified the beginning of a telephone call at this 
location on the tap© 'with whit© tape #11 and the end of the call 
’with white, tape #11A. He stated that this r call was' made from 
Miami telephoner '945-9723 ' between 2s30 PM on December 11 , 1965^ 
and 9^30 AM. Decemb©r 13, 1965, to telephone number 212-246^13*10 
lean 'testify to the identity of 'the call number based 
on vflis tr&nsl&t ion of the multi-frequency tones recorded on the 


Miami, Florida 


-Date dictated 
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Date 


On Janmary 5 & 6 t 19S6» SA[ 


H and SA 

listened to tto© magnetic . tap© om i-e®l za 
between identif idijreidh mark's#!! and #11A and noted that .the 
following conversation " tooh; places ; * 


91 






b6 *' b 

b7C - 


: 7 1 

b ;3 
. K ; 


Ah -» 507, 


X carnet get into 


yon Know, 


'be 
’ b7C 


- ' ’■*< 

\ ; \ ^ & 


SIN 


f ‘ I couldn't get in 
to 'get in ’ to' hi® and 
in 5 minnteSo 


day, it took 'me an 
- now he’s going to 


gRW S gave somebody els® something to give him, 


Brass 2 qjass going to give yon a bet if yon wanted to 




MAT 

KIM 


If 1 can get in to hi®, snre? 


,».• - • v 5 - 


0n 


by 


SA 


SA 


.at 


.File # 


be 

b7C 
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Date 


be ' 

b7C 

H i aw& , it&pe i&, approxa-maise looisage 

198 e H© identified the beginning of : a telephone call "at this 
location oh the "tap© with whi te taoe. #12 a nd the end of the 
telephone call with the #12A 0 | [.stated ' that -this "call 

was made ''from 'Miami telephone ttUkUMK 1 940-9^23, however, started 
that' becamse of "the poor qpality of the mmlti-freqmeney .tones 
he was enable to translate these tomes ' into digits and determine 
the • ’telephone nhsatoer He did state , however, " that this 
telephone 'call oedmrred between ® s4§, November 24, 1965 and 8? 30, 
November 26, 1965 » 


b 0 


1/5/66 


Miami 165-592 


On 


by 


SA 


and b6 

SA 


pi 

;m b7c 


File # 

1/6/66 

Date dictated 
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WFH/dk 

l, 


The- following is a description of KENNETH 
HERBERT HANNA* 1 also known as "KEN!% "JAP"* "CURLY" % 

< ' ’ i - * 


Residence 

2290 Northeast 17.0th Street * 

I- 

North Miami - Beach £ i Florida 9 * 
Apartment 2s, as 60 January 1, 


1966 

Race 

White ' " ;v1 V 

Sex 

Male 

Date of .birth 

- July ! 3s, 1911 v,r 

place of birth 

Elizabeths New Jersey ' 

Nationality 

Japanese -American . 

Height 

5 * I©" ' ; ;; 

Weight 

£9J|' - 205 j' pounds.? : f s 

Eyes 

Brown > , . ■ ’ ’ ' f 

Hair 

, Balding -gray fringes 
Dark . * . . - 

Complexion 

Glasses 

Dark . horned rimmed’ with thick 

Relatives 

lenses 

Mother - ELIZABETH HANNA 

1213 Hibi'scus 'Avenue 
Fort- Pierce* Florida 
Telephone HO 1 7735 

Wife 
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.. The FBI Identification Record of KENNETH HERBERT 
HANNA 9 FBI'. Number 739-1325, as folios 

'• • . . ■ ' \ - - 


BATE 

CHARGE 

AUTHORITIES 

DISPOSITION 

1/21/32 

| 

r i 

Assault 1st 
Degree . 

< * 

State P©lice s 

■ Malone p NY ' 


12/9/33 

Oolo 2nd 
Degree - 
hold for exam 

State Police 
Malones NY 

1/10/34 
$2 p 000 bail 

3/26/35 . 

Assault 2nd 
Degree 

State Police' 
Malone 9 NY 

held for 
Essex Co. x 
Grand Jury 
Sent to 
Danemora 
for 5 to 10 , 
years o Sent, 
suspnd '< placed 
on prob . for . 

5 yrs. 9 / 30/35 
arr . for viol . , 
of prob. 

P 0 G 0 ■ sent 
Danemora JPrispn. 

12/9/35 

Assault 1st 

Clinton Prison 
Danemora 

5, to 10 
years 

1/20/64 

1 s 

Bookmaking 

. 'i 

Jersey City 
Hudson COo SO 

Charges dis%‘ 
missed 3/30/65 

1/20/65 

Bookmaking 
houses 2A| 
112^3 events 

; State Police 
Wo Trenton . 

, No Jo . 

H *» 


i lo 
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Concerning the arrest of HANNA on January 20, 
1964, ||jh Jersey City, New Jersey, the following informa- 
tion 1 ; was determined^ - ' ' - ■ 

J ‘ ; 
r -’: Captain GERRY DOLLAR, New Jersey State Police, 

West Trenton, New Jersey, advised' SA| 

on December 7, .1965, that KENNETH. HERBERT HANNA, FBI Num- 
ber 739 132, was arrested with ?^our other individuals ih- 
a gambling raid on January .f|0, 1964, At 2301 West Street, 
DniOn/bity, NoJ. All were charged with bookmaking and 
released on bail. HANNA gave address -; 1213 Hibiscus Ave- 
nue, Fort Pierce, Florida. 


His, accomplices were PASQUALE BORRELLI, 50 
Lexington Avenue, Paterson, N, J., CHAR LES ALBERT GA LXARDO , 
3 Dyer Avenue 9 South Hackensack, N. J. , 


■ if ■ ■ ' r r ■ g 1 I 

\ 9 

BELLIZZIE, 415 Walker Street, Fair View, N.J 


and FRANK 


All of, the above were indicted, on March 4, 

1964, and on March 30, 1965, charges against HANNA and 
f Ifefe dismissed. BORRELLI Was*? fined $3 ,'000 on 

March 19, and GALLARDO and BELLIZZIE were fined $2,000 ^ 

and" $100 respectively on March 30, 1965. 


be* ? 

b7C 


1 1 
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at which time the following was 


He st ated that ha would not say anything about] 
as everything he had heard was second-han 


He did state that the < 
lie had ever done w ith BANHA were 


l mainly the! 






stated that HANNAHS legal address is at HAHNA*s 
mother’s horafej* 1213 Hibiscus Avenue^ F®rt Pierce o He stated 
that when HABNA ernes to Fort Pierc e^ he Stays at this 
address D this is the only time that H 

advised that he does not knew where hAHNA. nas ftis ©ttxce^ if 
any* in-Miami or where he lives when he is in Miami o He 
stated that HAMA rents cars £*®w various agencies in Miami* 
the exact ones ©£ which he has no idea 0 He stated that it is 
usually a Chevrolet* / 


Miami 162-341 




-Date dictated 


12/17/ 65 
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J’aaasasy 10* 1966 


SA 

Miami Bias: 


8? 14 AoMa 
9s 10 A„-M 0 


i0si2 itvk 


10§46 

llg24 


to t! 



in a " 


to a'paigttQgiaafe 




F -©sit 1 of 




Il l 28 ArfrMp 


is30B,M, : 


2*04 .JMI, 




* . > * i 1 ' f* 


'digb^- bflTist' 


1E21282 



.at Masai .Bjaeii& fio^Sa ^ 


— Date dictated 
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1 


AUTOMOBILES 


On November 5, 1965, a -1966 green Chevrolet, 
bearing 1965 Florida license IE-21282, was observed 
parked in front of 16790 Northeast 18th Av enue « . at 
approximately 10; 30 a.m„ bv Special Agent d 


On November 5 „ 1965, 


Miami Beach s Florida, advisees, tnat uaevroxec, 

green in. color, bearing 1965 Florida license IE-21282, 
was leased .for two years to KENNETH HANNA, who re- 
sides 16790 Northeast 1 8th Avenue. He stated that M r. 

HANNA was intro duced £©l 

who presently is renting an automobile 
ivm this agettdjo 

On November 10, 1965, a 1966 white Ford Galaxie s 
bearing 1965 Florida’ license 1W«183590, was observed 
parked" in froht of the residence at 16790 Northeast ‘ 
18th Avenue. 


Records of the Dade. County Auto lag Agency 
reflect that. 1965 Florida license 1W- 183590 is regis- 
tered to KENNETH HANNA , at 16790 Northeast 18th 
Avenue, North Miami Beach, Florida. 


On December 13, 1965 * a 1966 Chevrolet , green 
in color s bearing 1965 Florida license IE-21282, and 
also the 1966 Ford Galasie, white, in color, bearing IS 

Flo rida licen se IWr 183590, were observed by SA 

and parked,, in front of 2290 Northeast 170th £ 

Norcn miami Beach, Florida. 
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PROSECUTIVE ACTION 

On January 4 thorough 6, 1966 , the facts of this 
case were discussed with United States Department of- 
Justice Attorneys BRIAN GETTINGS and WALLACE JOHNSON , then 
in Miami, who authorised the filing of a complaint against 
KENNETH HANNA charging HANNA with violation of Title 18, 
United States Code, Sections 1084, 1343 and 1952 . 


These Departmental Attorneys also authorized the 
obtaining of a search warrant for the residence of 
KENNETH .HANNA, Apartment 2, 2290 Northeast 170th Street, 
North Miami Beach, Florida. 


On January 7, 1966, .Special Agent I 
appeared before United States Commissioner EDWARD P. SWAN, 
Miami, Southern District of Florida, and filed a complaint 
charging that KENNETH HANNA, in violation of Sections 1083, 
1343 and 1952, Title 18, United States Code, did, between 
November 23, 1965 and December 19, 1965, in Dade County, 
Southern District of Florida, engage in the boqkmaking 
business and knowingly used a wire communication facility 
in interstate commerce for the transmission of bets and 
wagers and information assisting in the placing of bets and 
wagers on sporting events and contests, in violation of 
Section 1084 of Title 18, and the said KENNETH HANNA having 
devised a scheme to defraud, transmitted by means of wire 
communication in interstate commerce, sounds for the 
purpose of executing such scheme, in' violation of Section 
1343, Title 18, and the said KENNETH HANNA used facilities 
in interstate commerce to carry on a business enterprise 
involving gambling offenses which violate the statutes of 
the State of Florida, in violation of Section 1952 of Title 18 


and 


also appeared before United States Commissioner EDWARD P, 
SWAN, Miami, in the Southern District of Florida, on 



b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 


January 7, 1966 and provided affidavits based on which 
Commissioner SWAN issued a search warrant for the residence 
of KENNETH HANNA, Apartment 2, 2290 Northeast 170th Street, 
North Miami Beach. 
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apartment in the - windows adjacent to the door were drawn 0 It 
was also noted that this was a wooden door with a peephole 0 

Special Agent , immediately upon 



"FBI, 
£ o 


was no response to the 
or the knocking „ The 


scute a search 
t 


warranto" In the period 


vf * TV'Vw >T< ~-9 !■ 


into the rinsing of the doorbell 
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i mm ediately upon going tnrougn the door. Special 

Agent (observed HANNA yad an unidentified ro an 

(subsequently identified as \ standing 

in the hallway east of the living zoom area, Special Agent 
| immediately shouted to HANNA, "FBI, HANNA, you are 
under arresto Bo not raov@o" HANNA was observed to then 
lunge in to the bathroom near where he was standing, while 
(remained standing in the hallway D When HANNA was 
reacneo in the bathroom, he was over the toilet and it was 
observed that the toilet had just been flushed and the water 
was' still naming a HANNA again was advised he was under 
arrest by the 'FBI and was physically seised' by Special Agent 
and escorted in to the living room whip he was turned - 
6V&¥ to Special Agent Following this, 

I was directed to raise a seat m tne living room* 


At 11s 07 A» Mo, Special Agent 
spoke to HANNA and again advised him that he was under 
arrest by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, having been 
charged with Fraud by Wire, Interstate Transmission of 
Wagering Information, and Interstate Transportation in Aid 
of Racketeering 0 HANNA was also' advised that the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation had a search warrant for his 
apartment and were going to thereafter execute this search 
in accordance with the search warranto At this time it was 
confirmed with HANNA that Special Agent had advised 

him of his rights,, * * 


letexminec 


ig the arrest of HANNA 8 Special Agent 
shacked the doorbell on Apartment 2 and 
iis doorbell was in operating order„ 
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Date 


1/13/66 


% 


KEWTH HERBERT 229® Northeast 170th Street, 

North Miami Beach, Florida, was advised, immediately following 
his arrest and search of his person , that he was not required 
to make any statement* that any statement he did make could 
be used against him in a court of law* that he had the 
right to consult an attorney prior to making any statement, • 
and that he had a right t© talk with a lawyer of his choice, 
or" an 'attorney would be appointed by the Judge if he was 
unable to hire an attorney o 


This above information was furnished H&NNA. by 

also advised him 




Special 

of the identities or the mterv&ewrng Agents 0 No threats 
or promises were mad© to MNNAo 


bo 

b7C 




following denomination bills, were taken from him; 


o 00 bills 
o00 bills 


bill 


total $X,700o00 
total 250 *00 
total 340 o 00 
total XOoQO 
Total $2,300o00„ 


Subsequently, at the Miami Federal Bureau of 
Investigation Office, and after the rights set out above 


On 1/8/66 af , Miami , Florida File # Miami 165-592 

"3 aid :^ c 
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had been explained to HANNA, Special Agent] asked 

HANNA if he had any objection to the • retention or the 
address book in order that the contents could be studied 0 
HANNA said he would not voluntarily give up the address 
book as there were names and numbers contained therein 
which he needed in his business o 

The address book and the above listed cash were 
then officially confisca ted from HANNA and he was given a 
receipt by Special Agent | for these items <, 

Upon arrival at the Miami Federal Bureau of 




HANNA attempted to contact his attorney by 

telephone but was unsuccessful. 

HANNA stated he did not care to discuss his 
gambling activities or other criminal matters 0 

■ • • ’ Upon completion of the processing and attempted 

interview of HANNA at the Miami Federal Bureau of 
Investigation Office $ he was taken to the Dade County Jail, 
Miami, where he was incarcerated for the United States 
Marshal in lieu of $5,O0O o 00 bondo 

The following physical description of HANNA was 
obtained through observation and interrogations 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA 
Male 


Northeast 170th Street 


Miami, Florida 
July 3, 1911 at 
Elizabeth, New Jersey 


Birth 
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$ 




5 * 9 *! 

195 pounds 
Heavy 

Grey, thinning 

Brown 

Ruddy 

Dark plastic rimmed glasses 
Secretary-Treasurer of 
105 Corp 0 , 

Box 282 9 Fort Pierce, Florida 
(HANNA states this 
corporation is involved 
in the leasing of land, 
mostly at Cocoa Beach, 



Mother, ELIZABETH HANNA 
1213 Hibiscus Avenue 
Fort Pierce, Florida; 


Sister (husband!; 

namo I 


United States Army, Korea; 



• • 
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Social Security Number 076-14-5329 
Scars and marks None noted » 
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~ - On January 8. 

signed statement to SAl 


lass. gRVgMS (SORDOff furni shed t h e followin g 


On 


r-i 




n January 8/ 1966 
i Miami . Florida 


»»I„ 1SVINS GORDON hav@ toe®n a® vise® by 

wo has identified himself to me as being a 


be • 

b7C 


i fuv aaa&o j — _ 

Special agent with the Federal' Bureau of Investigation, 
United States Department of Justice, that' I might be called 
upon,' at a later date, to testify to the contents of this 
statement o • „ .. 


«i 


s 


.five years' of 

agSp smd I "py©s©2*tXy 2?©ssid© <&1b X1900 Big&c*£y&© BXvdo- CHowflx ? 
Tr^il®r Paxk]) , FXb^id&iro X ft® pftr‘fc*°t'i®©9 self— 

employed * cabinet ' maker and 'finisher ' and was seat here at 
2290 NE 170th Stop North Miami Beach * Florida 9 by' the ' 

Maxwell Fnrnitare Co 0 p NE 2nd Av©o and 68 th Stop Miami f Fla® > 
to repair some fnrnittisre that had been damaged during delivery 




f \ 


v-iX 


' *’I arrived at apartment number two, ME 170th St. , North 
Miami, Florida , which -I know to be the HAMA residence, due 
to. the address which was given me ‘by the Maxwell- Furniture Co.,-- 
to perform- .certain repairs at this location at 10s 30 AM, r -... r 

January 8, 1966. j 

"At approximately 11:00 AM; January 8, 1966, while I was »• •’ 
working in the center of the living room I heard the doorbell • _ ■ • 
ring three or four times, and ‘a couple knocks, on the door. 

I further noticed one of the men come' out from the -side rooms, _ , 
go to the door 'and look thru the two-way mirror peep hole,, on 
the front door. This individual then returned to the side room.*-;. 

" The ringing of the doorbell and the knock on the door was - ' 
during a two to three minute period. f . ' 

; tsw ^ - « j thought during this period 1 should have opened the 

aw*. ■» ^ ^ 00 j, t j felt it was not ’my business so I continued to 
ignore the bell and the knocking & 


^7 


l/ 8/6&at 


SAl 

SAl 


il 


^r»y»h Miami Be ach. FlorMfe # 

be 
b7C 
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; ' " ”1 recall there was & slightpaus® 9 the® 1 heard 

two load crashes ‘ as though the door was being hit with 

a" hammer. The door opened and the" two FBI 'Agents 

entered the apartment and announced; themselves as being 
FBI Agents and that there ‘was a warrant' for 'Hr HANNA’S 
Arrest. At this point' I observed 'the "two “Agents move' " 
through" the' living room to the'bathr^eia where they 'spoke 
to the'iwo white' males in the vicinity : of the’baths'^ois^. 
And saw th© 'two whit© unknown males being' brought ‘ Into 
the living room and seated th© living room conch. 

' * "At this point one Agent asked me my name 'and 
purpose' of being in the apartment' at 'this' time. 'I 
informed’ him I 'was "here t© perform certain work oh “the 
damaged far niter®. " The Agent then 'asked me if !" would* 
mind" leaving the apartment in order that proper procedure 
could be continued. 

”X have “read this page and the preceding" three 
pages' and have initialed all' corrections. “2 find" this 
statement ' to be true and correct to tbe best of my 


»*/e/ irnwTfsas (seumrsm 


"Witnesses! 

”/s/ 

M /s A 



S& 9 FBI 9 '.Miami, 1/8/66 " 

,al Agent j, FBI, Miami, 1/8/66” 
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Date 


FMMCSS EABSa' €©NNEK D 120® Windemer® Avenue, Baltimore 9 
. Maryland, was interviewed at 229® Northeast 170th Street, 
Apartment #2 9 North Miami Beaeh,. Florid and toss immediately 
advised he was mot und®r arrest hnd need not make any 


his name and address, and 
, ' HANNA in order to talk to 

j 

i . He 


\ was requested to empty his 
were noted s 


visiting KENNETH 
into an apartment. 


arrest, and 


numbers s 

^ „ WJ. 5-9655 

- — S-9723 

755-3561 7 & 7 


r-'' 


following denominations: 


in bills on his person in the 


One - $5 Mil 


On 


by 
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ITEM 


AGENT 


LOCATION 



3o 


4 9 


5. 

6 . 


Three white sheets of lined 
paper with telephone numbers 
and names 


Several pages of 
dissolvable paper 


One address book 


Grey metal telephone and 
address index 



In back 
of yellow 
tablet 

on table 
in office 

Table in 
office 

Table in 
office 


Table in 
office 


7 a One brown case containing be 

map of telephone area b7 

codes, two weekly basketball 
and hockey schedules, one 
green small notebook, one 

yellow notebook, one brown I 

notebook and six batteries SA 



Table in 
office 
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ITEM AGENT 

8. Nine canceled checks drawn on 

Central Brevard National Bank 

issued by BANNA SA 


be 

b7C 


LOCATION 


Samsonite 

luggage 

or 

attache 

case 

on floor 
of office 


One empty ca rton from 

Carton mailed 


ttora Ndtf ¥brk 


SA 


Hall closet 


L0„ 


LI. 

L2. 


13 o 


One red bowl lined with 



Kitchen 

stove 


Bedroom 


Bedroom 


East end 
of table, 
office 



0 
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ITEM 

14, Sterling pocket voltmeter 


15 o One Clary electric 
adding machine, 
Number 169-654-341 


16, One group of miscellaneous 
hotel bill and airline 
tickets 


AGENT 


17, One brown 3x5 notebook 



IdCATION 

Table, 

office 


Table, 

office 


Table, 

office. 


Photographs of the office spa ce and apartment were 
taken by Special Agent 

A copy of this search warrant and an inventory 
of the above items were left taped to the living room wall in 
Apartment 2 at 2290 Northeast 170th Street, North Miami Beach, 

On January 8, 1966, a return on this search warrant 
was made before United States Hnnun-Tga-f nnpr EDWARD P, SWAN by 
Special Agent 




* 
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In connection with the search of HANNA's apartment, 
described above, pursuant to the search warrant, there' 
follows herein in' this report a photograph of the "Blue Box" 
which was seized and which is listed' as Item 1 above. There" 
is also * contained" herein in this report a Xerox copy of a list 
of telephone numbers, nicknames and code numbers found in the 
search of HANNA's; apartment and referred to as Item 3 in the 
list of items seized in the search. 
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Date . Janu a ry 18, 1966 


Oa the morniag of January 10 , 1966 , a la teat 
f lager priat examination was raade of a device geaerally 
referred to as a "blae box w p but whiehactually is black 
la color. This item is i reetaagular<~shaped instrument 
approximately % 3/4" aide x 6 1/4" long by 1 1/4" high. 

Ill the upper left hand doilner of the top of this box, is 
a jack hole. Into’ this hole, a jack can be plugged which 
has a wire attached and to " this wire is connected an ear 
piece which is sthaped " on ‘ the back , • "Western Electric, 
OSAO'" 2n the upper section of the frontW this box are 
twelve red buttons, nine ( 9 }) Qf them numbered one <1> 

) tfeMsgh nine i9} B "om@ <1J ' numbered aero <£©J, one (1) 

. labeled "Start? ahd the twelfth labeled "Stop." The 
numbered buttons are in two {2} rows, one’ H) through 
five (5) in the upper row and six fef, seven (7), eight " 
(8) } i nine (9) and zero‘(o) intis© lower row. The "Start" 
button is to the left of the two (2) rows J and the "Stop* 
button is to the right of the two (2) rows. Inaed lately 
to the left of the ?jEftart" button,, is a black button. 


As a result of the processing of both the box 
and the ear-piece-p-^the following described latent finger** 
prints were located s 


Exhibit fPl; « is- a latent fingerprint lift 
obtained from the top of the, box, near the corner below 
the red button masked, "Stop,," 


Exhibit #2 » is a fragmentary latent fingerprint 
lift obtained from the top of the box below the red button 
labeled "Starts" 


Exhibit #3 - is a fragmentary latent fingerprint 
lift located on the top of the box in the area around the 
red^ buttons numbered one C13> and "Start." 


Exhibit #4 * contains ausAsw fragmentary latent 
fing e rprints — located on the top of the bo xrand located — “ 

°> 7 


On 


by 


l/ll 

9/66 at. 

Florida f 

SAs 


ahd ' be 

pCh b7C 
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tllis piece of 
left sad &U 
ted ''word w 




a tape. ' appears iss 
sides of 1% ar© a 

W 


#13 « is ® groasp of 
frc® tfee’outer 

is mounted 


©eater of 
letters frcpf 


fragmentary latent 
of tise ear 
two ,(2| 3x5 


the ear piece» whiete edg© is' accessed fare® tin© outer 
edge* This pis^icalar lift was obtained from as area 
Xt apprrein&tely 45 degrees angle above t&X nans 
"Western Electric” osa tie- rear- of tfee ©air pie©e B 


Exhibit #15 ®''da s ' taken from tfce isaaer edge 
of the ear pi©®©* th©" recessed area* , It is’ taken from 
a point, located almost directly bei©» tine- trad© bane* 
"West©*®- EI«©tri© w Wfeiefe is ®n the rear of tfafe ear pieee* 
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~ 2; 2290 NE I70th Street, 

hatw^en llIo4 aMI 'and lls2 1 AM> Jamary 8, m* . . 

^ AM -« A | land SA | 

> £»n4®d answering itte SS “SeMed. 

lS“hH!f « i SM!9®^S. WOth Street, Perth »»i 
Beaeb. Florida CftANNA’s r®sid©nc©3> ® 

" ^ " ** / V. ^ _A_ 


The following *«* — - 

according to time, date ®nd discssslon 


e'&llk"nr® set otat 


”, UU ? 21 AM, 1/8/66 tS“! b6 

as and ’revested, «ft» Uj»«J ^ller X givSn ft line of bvc . ■ 

NO rth-Sout h foottfcUgfta®* Wafenown caller was g 

KtttS v 6 mnA 3ftlH» 2® 

ii.Att am 1 / 8/66 ~ tsn&doniified sial® callor'ftslsed to spaafc 

t0 | of tM *t .ym b ; 

ttli^one® I'tt® oilier was “advised that| r® s , b7< 

. presently at this location,, 


ii • 27 AHn l/i /66 « $he ^nkno^n male cAller asked ■ 

Identity ortl® “eat MStw»i»S the phene and was advised it was b6 
[ fit sailer then bins np? - ~ b7c 

- ■ 11 § 30 am„ 1/8/6® • Mali ©allerwho identified ‘ ,, 

lasked w ! ipaS to0Ri‘ fSi®: Mlm asked tee* things , ./•■, 

wsstim awigini ttepheni advised that » stepped out ion * . m , 

bsbsbIT Ehe^aller bung «P« ‘ - ^- 7 , - 

11 a 32 All® -1/8/6® ® ‘ Identified. bi^el^ffJPf 

Agent! [Qitwmii Wh© Advised that *> id«ne®. 

iilevnine if ®4&*tm©§ whs in fjsV 4 s©p|^| |©na|^t|e ®* 

Igpo Ji i?.itb- Street f Apartment #2? North Miami Seaeh* Florida 9 ^ 


who identified hlmself^as 
Osed ho# tilings ’'weri- going . ■; 
it UN stepped ©nt for ft , be 


iiiaaii Beach. glogldft.,jrn e # Miami l®§g >§02 
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11* 37 AW . l/ft/fifi - . Caller identified himself as 

Special Agent I I who advised that he called to 

determinejJLf 945-9723 was in fact in operation at the HANNA 
residence; 2290 NE 170th Street, Apartment #2, North Miami 
Beach, Florida. 


11:40 AM, 1/8/66 - Male caller identified himself 

as I who asked for KEN and wanted to know how things were 
going. He was informed that KEN stepped out for a moment.'"' 
At this point the caller said he would call back and hung .up. 


12:05 PM, JflS/66- Unidentified caller requested 
the line of thelDallas and Baltimore football game. The line 
vas given as Dallas 2. Caller then hung up. 

a 12:22 1/8/66 - Male caller identified himself 

add asked "f Sr SEN. He was advised KEN was out togei 
ihg hut world retum^_CaJJLer reddest ed SEN call him in < 
las Veghs at telephone 


.er requested SEN call him is 
as he needed "the line**. X 


12:55 PM, 1/8/66 - Male caller' f same- as individual 
in above call), who identified himself as| | asked if KEN f 
had returned and he was advised KEN had not returned. Caller b6 
requested that KEN call him back at 735-9111 or 735-9086; 
advising that if .SEN called either of these numbers be would ‘i . 
have to have the caller paged as these numbers were pay phones. 
Caller at this time requested the line for the college basketball 
ghmes. The basketball line for Saturday, 1/8/66, was given. 

1 :,§5- AM, 1/9/66 - Answering of telephone calls 
discontinued^ / 


r .'V s --., 



tf tr 
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On January 10, 1966, KENNETH HANNA was*arraigned 

before* Commis sioner EDWARD P. SWAN i at which .time his bond ~ 
wais’ continued; at' '$5 j 000. 00 and thedate~for a preliminary*^* 
hearing 'was set as -2; 30 -P„ M<>‘, January : 20, 1966. HANNA whs 
represented at his arraignment by Attorney BEN COHEN of 
Miami, Beach. . 




URGENT 


FROM: 


SAC, NEWARK (165-663) 
DIRECTOR. RBI 


KENNETH HERBBRXHMNAp AKA. tMt; FB U 

REURTEL JANUARY FOURTEEN AND URLNT ELEVEN. 

. LATENT PRINTS BEVELQKSB. tpiABLE TO LOCATE' FINGERPRINTS I 


EXAMINATION CONTINUING. 


JW:cao^ 


Teletype sent due to Grand Jury deadline 1-19-66. 


& * 


I'M- 


Tolson 

Belmont 

Mohr 

DeLoach 

Casper 

Callahan. — 

Conrad i 

Evans Jl 

Gale 

Rosen — ^ 

Sullivan 

Tavelp^y_.< 
Trotter / * 
Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 
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INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD, 


1/4 - 10/66 


CHANGED OJ-r pM 

KENNER) HERBERtH ANNA akaj^Lj-fcHARACTER OF CASE 
NA^iHMELL aka 

NaiyModMl - FUGITIVE ITVJI 

!> \ ^ 


■U 


TYPED BY 


Title is marked "Changed" to reflect true name and 
alias of MODELL. *' r C^ 


REFERENCES : 


Miami airtel to Bureau, dated 12/27/65. 
Miami teletype to Bureau, dated 1/4/66. 
Newark teletype to Bureau, dated 1/5/66. 
New York teletype to Bureau, dated 1/5/66. 
New York teletype to Bureau, dated 1/5/66, 
Miami teletype to Bureau, dated 1/5/66. 
Bureau teletype to Miami, dated 1/6/66. 

New York teletype to Bureau, dated 1/7/66. 
Miami teletype to New York, dated 1/8/66. 
New York teletype to Bureau, dated 1/8/66. 
New York airtel to Bureau, dated 1/11/66. 
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STATES DEPARTMENT OF J 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Copy to: 


Report of: 

Date: 

Field Office File 


2 - USA, SDNY 
1 - USA, Miami 


1 / 14/66 


Jo 6 
b7C 


165-1344 


° ffice! New York, New York 


Bureau File 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA; 
NATHAN MODELL 


Character: 


INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OP WAGERING 
INFORMATION 


Information received from Miami Office, FBI, that 
NATHAN MODELL, in N.Y.C., was being called by KEN HANNA 
fro-m Miami, Fla. , and MODELL and HANNA were betting and 
exchanging sports line. On 1 / 4 / 66 , NYO ascertained that 
MODELL has resided at Salisbury Hotel, 123 W. 57th St., 
N.Y.C., since November, 1963. On 1/7/66, AUSA MICHAEL S. 
FAWER, SDNY, authorized filing of a complaint against 
MODELL on sake date above wer-e n l or! USC EARLE 

HT *r"i T*i*t*CT iA^ MK.wUi . I 1 


N.yBISHCff?, SDN& by Sa[ 
viblatioigof Titte 18 , feu: 
warrant also f ilgd. 


Miami, charging 
and 1084 . Search 


seccions 2, 371, 

— — et-’-' w MODELL arrested by Bureau agents at 

Sal cK s k U3: y ^otel^&l/8/ 66, and his room was searched pursuant 
to -search^arrahtf. MODELL arraigned before USC, SDNY, on 
l/l®/66, and bondWwas set at $ 5 , 000 . Search warrant returned 
on 1/10/6^ 


C3 

u— 


-p- 


^ETAILS : 


Investigation in this case was instituted upon 
information received from the Miami Office, Federal Bureau 
of Investigation (FBI), that KENNETH HERBERT HANNA and NAT 
MODELL were betting and exchanging sports line telephonically 
between Miami, Florida, and New York City, New York. 



b6 

blC 


This document contains .neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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1 On January 4, 1966, Special Agent (SA)| 

| caused the records of the New York City Police 

Department (NYCPD) to be searched for one NATHAN MODELL which 
revealed MODELL, B Number 12026, was arrested October 23, 1936, 
and May 28, 1940, for bookmaking. ’ 

On January 4, 1966, 

Intelligence Section, Int email KeVCtlUe Service, New York City, 
^ as no record of a federal wagering stamp for NAT 

MODULI o 


On January 7? 1966, the facts in this case were 
o re ™f™ d Assistant United States Attorney CAUSAL MICH aft. 

S«> FAWKFL Southern District of New York, by SAl 

? the Miami Office of the Federal Bureau 01 
j.nves ti ga'Gion o AUSA FAWER authorized filing of a complaint 
against NATHAN MODELL, charging him with violations of Title 18, 
United Stares Code, Sections 2, 371, 1084, to wits 


I 



Tiiat on or about December 3, 1965, at New York City, 

New York, in the Southern District of New York, Nat Modell did^ 
i ’• engage in the business of betting and wagering, and did knowxngxy 
use a wire co mm unication facility, that is, the telephone, 
the transmission in interstate commerce between New York Cxty^ 

New York, and Miami, Florida, of bets and wagers on spcrti-hg: : 
events and contests, that is football and basketball games $ 
of information assisting in th£S placing of bets and wagers s on 
such sporting events and contests, all in violation 'of -18 ..U.S.C.. 
Section 1084 o 


II. 


That on or about December 10, 1985, at New York City, 
New York,, /.in the' Southern District of New York, Nat Modell did 
"engage in- the business of betting and wagering, and did knowingly 
■■ use .a. wire communication facility, that is, the telephone, xor 
the transmission in interstate commerce between New York City,. 
New York, and Miami, Florida, of bets and wagers on sporting 
events and contests, that is football and basketball games, and 
of information assisting in the placing of bets and wagers on 
such sporting events and contests, all in violation of 18 U.S.C. 
Section 1084. 1 N 


III. 

That on or about December 11, 1965, at New York City, 

New York, in the Southern District of New York, Nat Modell did 
engage in the business of betting and wagering, and did knowingly 
use a wire communication facility, that is, the telephone, xor 
the transmission in interstate commerce between New York City, 

New York, and Miami, Florida, of bets and wagers on. sporting 
events and contests, that is football and basketball games, 
and of information assisting in the placing of bets and wagers 
on such sporting events and contest's, all in violation of 18 U.S.O. 
Section 1084. 


IV. 

That on or about December 16, 1965, at New York City, 

New York, in the Southern District of New York, Nat Modell did 
engage in the business of betting and wagering, and did knowingly 
use a wire communication facility, that - . is, the telephone, for the 
transmission in interstate commerce between New York City, New 
York, and Miami, Florida, of bets and wagers on. sporting events 



and contents, that is football and basketball games, and of 
information assisting in the placing of bets and wagers on such 
sporting events and contests, all in violation of IS U.S.C, 
Section 1084, 


V, 

That on or about December 18, 1965, at New York City, 

New York, in the Southern District of New York, Nat Model 1 did 
engage in the business of betting and wagering, and did knowingly 
use a wire communication facility, that is, the telephone, for 
the transmission in interstate commerce between New York City, 

New York, and Miami, Florida, of bets and wagers on sporting 
events and contests, that is football and basketball games, and 
of information assisting in the placing of bets and wagers on 
such sporting events and contests, all in violation of 18 U.S.C., 
Section 1084, 


VI, . 

That beginning on or about November 26, 1965, and 
continuously thereafter until on or about January 7, 1956, at 
New York City, New York, in the Southern District of New York, 

Nat Modell and Kenneth Hanna did conspire and agree together and 
with other persons to commit offenses in violation of the laws of 
the United States, The' offense which Nat Modell and Kennoth 
Hanna agreed to commit as the object of the conspiracy was: 


To engage in the business of betting and wagering and 
to knowingly use a wire communication facility, that is, the 
telephone, for the transmission in interstate commerce between 
New York City, New York, and Miami, Florida, of bets and wagers 
on sporting events and contests, that is, basketball games and 
football games, and of information assisting in the placing of 
bets and wagers on such sporting events and contests; in violation 
of 18 U.S.C, Section 1084. 


In furtherance of the objects of the said conspiracy 
and during the continuance thereof, Nat Modell, Kenneth Hanna, 
and others did commit various overt acts, including telephone 
conversations, on December 3, December 10, December 11, Dec, 16 and 
December 18, 1965. 


All in violation of Title 18, Section 371, 


NY 16^-1344 


tt ^ ? n J S nUar y 7 » 1966 ’ this complaint Mas filed before 

United States Commissioner F.A'RT.F. N. .BISHOPP, Southern District 

of New York, by and a warrant was issued 

the same date. 1 1 


1 . 


ERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIOI 


1/13/66 


Date 


* I 

At approximately 10:25 a.m. an individual fitting 
the description of NAT MODELL left Room 507 with a young male 
who appeared to be in his late teens. Individuals were 
approached by Special Agents (SAS) and the older individual 
identifie d himself as NATHAN (NAT) MOD ELL. and the other 
person as F = 1 MODELL was then advised 


by Special Agent {HA) 
the Federal Bureau of 


or his ia entity as a SA with 
investigation (FBI) and that he, MODELL, 
was being placed under arrest. He was advised that he was 


placed under arrest pursuant to a warrant issued by the 
United States Commissioner of the Southern District of New 
York, charging him with violation of Title 18, United States 
Code, Sections 2, 371, and 1084. He was advised that this 
was a violation of a federal statute regar ding i nte rstate 

. . . » * • n / • n a n I ^ J I 


and 


transmission of wagering information. SAS | , 

also served NAT MODELL with a Federal Search Warrant ror 
the premises of Room 507, Salisbury Hotel, 123 West 57th 
Street, New York City. MODELL was advised the search warrant 
was issued in the United States District Court, Southern 
District of New York, by United States Commissioner EARLE N. 
BISHOPP on January 7, 1966. A copy of the arrest warrant and 
search warrant were sh own to MODELL which he examined . He 
was then advised- by SA Ithat he did not have to say 

anything, that anything he aid say could be used against 
him in a court of law, that he had a right to consult an 
attorney before saying anything, and if he could not afford 
an attorney, the judge would appoint one for him. 


b6 

b7C 


At this time, 10:27 a.m., SAS and 

arrived and MODELL opened the door to his room to 
search to be made. 


allow me 


b6 

b7C 


As a result of the search incidental to the arrest, 
the following property was seized from MODELL: 


1/8/66 


New York, New York 


165-1344 


On 

by. 


SAS , 


and 

dje 


.File # -b6 - 

b7C 


Date dictated 


1/13/66 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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2 . 


(l) $1,602.10 in cash, consisting of: 


Ten one hundred dollar bills: $1000.00 
Six fifty dollar bills: 300.00 
Eleven twenty dollar bills: 220.00 
Six ten dollar bills: 60,00 
Two five dollar bills: 10.00 
Eleven one dollar bills: 11.00 
One quarter , 25 
Six dimes , 60 
Five nickels ,25 


(2) Weekly basketball and hockey schedule from 
Multiple Sports News Service, Miami, Florida, Volume Four, 
Number Six, for week ending January 9 » with handwritten 
pencil notations after numerous games. 

(3) Address book containing names, addresses, and 
phone numbers, 

(4) One three by five piece of paper with Salisbury 
Hotel letterhead bearing handwritten names. 

b6 
b7C 


(6) Twelve business cards and one photograph of 

a boy. 

When MODELL was asked to comment on the money and 
the racing form he said he had nothing to say concerning 
the money or the racing form. 


) Envelope from 
Florida, containing a 


;er anc 


number 


Sand G. Gross Company, 486 Eighth Avenue, 


New York City, LA 4-8704, for one fur cape. 


4 
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3. 



The following description of MODELL was obtained 
by. interview and observation: 



Name 

Race 

Sex 

Date of Birth 

Height 

Weight 

Eyes 

Hair 

Marital Status 


Children 


Residence 


Former Residence 
Drivers License 


Social Security 
Number 


NATHAN MODELL 
White 

IVfsi T o 

April 1, 1908 

Five feet nine inches 

160 pounds 

Brown 



123 West 57th Street 
Room 507 


New York City 
8330 Byron Avenue 


Miami Beach, Florida 
Florida operators license 
D-41161D 


Expires 19 66 
126-14-2514 


be 

b7C 


On MODELL* s Florida drivers license, his occupation 
was listed as a salesman. MODELL advised he was no longer 
a salesman but declined comment on his present occupation. 


5 


1/13/66 



Date 

The Room 507 at Salisbury Hotel, 123 West 57th 
Street, New York Cit y. of NATH AN modtt.t.t, was searched by b 

Special Agents (SA$)p and I pursuant to 

search warrant filed on January 7# 1966, for the premises. 

MODELL' s room consisted of a master bedroom with 
twin beds, bathroom and two closets. The following material 
was confiscated: 

One three by five piece of paper with Salisbury 
Hotel letterhead bearing handwritten names. Two three by 
five pieces of paper with St, Moritz Hotel letterhead bearing 
handwritten notations. One five by six piece of paper with 
Hotel Salisbury letterhead bearing handwritten notations. 

Five sheets of what appears to be white tissue paper, 

MODELL was asked if he would like to comment 
on the handwritten notations and tissue paper but he stated 
he did not want to say anything concerning the above. 

This material was confiscated by the Agents and 
NAT MODELL who had been present during the search was given 
a copy of the above-described search warrant along with a 
receipt of this property as seized. 


be 

b7C 

1/8/66 New York, New York 165-1344 

On 
by 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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Subsequent to the arrest of NATHAN MODELL and the 
searching of his room at the Salisbury Hotel he was trans- 
ported to the New York Office of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, where he was fingerprinted. He was then 
transported to the Federal House of Detention, West Street, 
New York City, and turned over to the authorities of this 
institution. 


m 165-1344 


lyob, 


On January 8, 19 66, 
South, Bronx, New Yor! 


'K, advised that on January 7, 
He had been unahle to obtain a ride home due to the 


transit strike, so he had spent the night with [ 
NATHAN MODELL. He stated he did not know what 

was in. 


was obtained by interview: 


business 
The following description 


b6 

blC 


Name 

Address 

Date of Birth 
Place of Birth 
Parents 


Occupation 
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On January 10, 1966, MODELL was arraigned before 
United States Commissioner EARLE N. BISHOPP, Southern 
District of New York, at which time preliminary hearing was 
rescheduled for 12 noon, January 19, 1966, so subject could 
obtain an attorney. Bond was set at $5*000. 
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^V/ARK 

6-31/PM ESI URGENT 1/13/6, 
TO/ DIRECTOR AND MIAMI 

iOM NEWARK (165-663) 


E.J.C. 




KENNETH HERBERTHANNA , AKA. 1TWI 5 FM * 

remyairtel one eleven sixty six . 



$b6 

1 b7c _ I 

/b3 FCRP Rule 6Te) 

V-* , 1 

Sxj)>r 


SUMMONED BEFORE FGJ THIS DATE AND 

REFUSED T O RESPOND 



UPON ADVICE OF ATTORNEY ( , 

TO QUESTIONS OF DEPARTMENTAL ATTY PETER R. RICHARDS. 

::::: T0 testify U n D e R ™ ^ nd 

RETURNED TO FGJ AND 

ov ucnp timGE THOMAS F . MEANEY • | | 

PERSISTED IN REFUSAiio RESPOND WHEREUPON HE WAS RETURNED TO USDC 
QHKRE CIVIL CONTEMPT FINOINO WAS REQUESTED. RULINS TO BE MADE 
TWO PM TOMORROW. BUREAU WILL BE KEPT ADVISED . ^ "A 

4 1 

is JAN 18 1966 


J-tt 


END 

WA * * • ELD 
FBI WASH DC 
MM... PJP 
FBI MIAMI 
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TO: 


DIRECTOR, FBI 

FROM: SAC, MIAMI (165-592) 

Q) 

SUBJECT:' KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
Ker^Hanna , 

Cuxly 

ITAR; ITWI : - FRAUD BY WIRE 
00 : Miami 

For the information of the Las Vegas Office, 
KENNETH HANNA was arrested by Bureau agents on 1/8/66 
and a search warrant was also executed for his residence, 
Apt. 2, 2290 N. E. 170th Street, North Miami Beach. 



/A. 




In connection with the above, the telephones, 
Miami telephone numbers 945-9655 and 945-9723, were 
answered by Bureau agents . 


At 12:22 p.m. on 1/8/66 
apartment, identified himself as [ 
This individual was informed that 


return shortly. 


3 


a ma le called HANNA's 
and asked for KEN. 
KEN was out but would 


him in Las' Vegas at telephone number 
needed the line. 


thereafter req uested tha t KEN pall 


as he 


Z 


At 12:55 p.j^ 
identified himself as 


rthp. same individual called back, 

" and requested that KEN 
call him back at 735-^111 or 735-9086, advising that if b1 
KEN called at either of these two numbers he would have 
f~.r> have the caller paged as the numbers were pay telephones 
f requested the line for basketball games for Sat., 


1/8/66 and this line was given to him. 



Bureau 
- Las Vegas 
1 - Miami 
WFH :mb 
(4) 
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, Las Vegas : should identify | | at telephone . 

number 735-97Q1" and interview him concerning his telephone 
call to KEN HANNA on 1/8/66.. An effort should be made to ; 
determine if | has been furnished the line by HANNA 

on prior occasions and if possib le a signed statement 
' obtained in order that l ean; be utilized as a witness 

against HANNA-. . L_ I 

Las Vegas should advise results of this : interview 
by airtel as the HANNA case will be presented to the' Grand 
Jury in the. very near future. \ . \ ‘ » , * - . 
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FBI, 


Transmit the following in 


AIRTEL 


Date: 1/11/66 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


FROM 


: DIRECTOR, FBI 


SAC, NEW YORK ( 165-1344) 


/ £ 


SUBJECT': CHANGED i £ ' 

• KENNEm^RBEROS%ANNA aka; 

NATHiyPMODELL - FUGITIVE 

ITWIj FBW ( ' • 

■ ”■ (00: MIAMI) 

. Title is changed to add NATHAN -MODELL as a subject In 
this case 1 and to reflect his fugitive, status, which was 
inadvertently omitted subsequent to process which Was 
obtained for MODELL 1/7/66. 

'NATHAN MODELL . arraigned before BSC, SDNY, 1/10/66 . 
and remanded, to custody of- US Marshal in lieu of $5,000 bond. 

Search warrant returned and filed before US # 

Cdmmissioner on 1/10/66. . - If 




Bureau 

Miami (165-592) 
New York (92-1073) 
New York . 


ENH : lbm 

(8) 


^ 6 * / U& 
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DIRECTOR, FBI date: 

(ATTN: LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION) 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592) ( P ) 

& 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA 
ITAR; ITWI - FBW 

00: Miami 


1/17/66 




S 


be 

b7C 


Re Miami airtel to Bureau dated 12/27/65, copy 
to Baltimore, and Miami teletype to Bureau dhted 1/8/66. 

At the time of HANNA* s arrest by BuAgents at 
Miami, on January 8, 1966, a box, generally referred to 
as a "blue box”, but which actually is black in color, 

3 3/4” wide x 6 1/4” long by 1 1/4” high, was obtained 
in HANNA*s apartment. This box and the ear piece attached 
to the box, were processed for latent fingerprints. 
Enclosed for the Latent Fingerprint Section, find the 
fifteen (15) lifts, 11 of which were obtained from the 
box- and four from the ear piece. 


at 


This box was located in HANNA’s apartment, 
2290 NE 170th Street, North Miami Beach, FI&j 



/&. 


#2 

At the time of HANNA’s arrest, FRANCIS EARL^eONNER, 
who stated his residence was 1 200 Win deme re -A ve n ue-, 

Balt imore^ Md . , "was ' present in the apartment. The 
Latent Fingerprint Section is requested to attempt to 
locate a fingerprint record on FRANCIS EARL CONNER, who 
appears to be a race track tout and may have an arrest record 
and compare his fingerprints against any identifiable 
latent s submitted herewith. 

The Baltimore Office is requested to check 
their indices and conduct any additional plausible 
investigation in order to obtain background data on 
CONNER, determine any arra£3rrecord he may have, and 

Bureau (Enc. 15)S^^M) 

Baltimore iteu 

1 - Miami 
JPL:pch 

<s) - ST-121 


/9TQ-fi 



Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Bay roll Savings Blan 








MM 165-592 


promptly advise the FBI Latent Fingerprint Section if 
a record of CONNER being fingerprinted for either 
criminal violation or for any other purpose is 
ascertained. 

Additional background data on CONNER will 
be forwarded to the Latent Fingerprint Section by 
Miami as it iS developed. 


2 



EA1I OF INVESTIGATION 





f-7 


n 


n — 


N 




» 






fcv" >■ 

ty ,J 


V 41 !< , A * *'•> * W \ * * ' . j 

'iM * , X * * ' V. *’ V,i A 

, ’V -V ’■ ‘ ,, r <p r-'V' {« -.‘^ 4;>* 

• •’ , /' •£ v*» . Vi/= V * -C 

‘;.r/ -■:; 

, ' ) ' ,,y ,' * -> i K* -* ,i ‘ ,^'rtVV A-'O?/- 

• / - * ■ 4 ’ ’ / . ' > 

„ . <•. , r ’i *" 1 >t ;*'* *• t ' ,< /? 

* .-i'*,' y ' x <* . , . '* v '\^ ' / ’* , 'AN .V v 

1 **, % < r \ , V ^ “K^ V.-'; k N ' - -‘ ’-V' J ^ 

! 1 \ ,, * 1 v * 1 * : j * t ’ / K *\ ' iji i I, ’ ( y v *+' W ' 


t / t r- t Ky 


t * i 

< ,4 


?* £■ 






TO; DIRECTOR 2 FBI 

FROM; SAC s MIAMI (165^592) (P) 

( X> 

SUBJECT; KE^TH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
Ken"Hanna 9 
' "Jap 1 ';, ' 

"Curley T .. 

“TT^rr^BW 

00; Miami 

Re Miami air tel to Bureau, 12/27/65. 


On 1/8/66 s KENNETH HERBERT HANNA was arrested 
at his residence; Apt. 2; ,2290 N. E. 17Gth Sts, North 
Miami ’ Beach; Fla - ; 9 Charged with Fraud - by Wire 9 ITARy ITWI 
His - residence - was "searched 'pursuant 'to a-’ - search* warrant 
and amoipg* other things ythe % following items were seized; 


(J K 

2 - 

2 - 
2 - 
2 - 
.2- ~ 
2 - 
2 - 
2 - 
2 - 
2 - 
3 - 

WFH 



Bureau (Enc. 2^ ' 4 ^ -ORi 
Albany (Enc. ' 2) 

Atlanta '(Enc - , 

Baltimore' (Enc. 

Dallas (Enc. 2) 

De trait (Enc; 2) 
Jackson (Enc. 2) - 
-New Orleans -(Enc. 2) 
-'New York (Enc. 2) 
Newark (Enc. 2) ' 

Oklahoma City (Enc. 2) 
Philadelphia (Enc. 2) 
Miami (1 - 16 2=341^ 

(1 - 92=353) 
fs 



3 ATTACHE^ 1 


REC-22 



JAW 131366, 




c 1 


I 





■ 1. A "blue-box 41 which actually was a small black 
box utilised in defrauding the telephone company by supplying 
multi** frequency tones . 

A photograph, of this box is enclosed herewith for fee 
Bureau and all offices receiving a copy of this communication. 

2o Also seised were' two sheets' of paper showing’ 
telephone numbers nicknames , -’and code numbers of. individuals 
wi^h t iiom MNM was apparently conducting his gambling • 
business . 


A xerox p^py showing both of’ these sheets' > is ' ' 
enclosed -for the Bureau and each office receiving a copy 
of communication. > 

t u. 

This information should be utilised by each office 
in connection with the telephone numbers set forth in 
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Transmit the following in 


AIRTEL 


Date: 


1/11/66 


(Type in plaintext or code ) 


r (P riority) 


DIRECTOR. FBI 


PROM: 


SAC, NEWARK 


SUBJECT: 



Newark file 92-624 
Miami File 92-3 5"3 

0 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka, 
ITWI; FBW 

•Newark File 165-663 
Miami File 165-592 


Remytel 1/8/66, 


Union City PD, contactec 
following: 


(NA) , 

; and xurnxs 


were charged with Bookmakxng 

on 1/8/66 and released in $1000 bail. Preliminary hearing 
is set £ortl/19/66. The Union City, NJPD, is in • 
oossession of considerable .ev idence of numbers sports 
and hoi’se race wagering £r<fm I . — . I 

R location of telephone number s| and 

isted to | | Arrangements nave been 

made to obtain photographs of this material. t > 


JPW:ks r 7(k 

( 7 ). 

Approve d 0 ^ 

(9)^U t Spe^cffA^nt in Charge 


ORIGINAL FILES JN 










~7 


NK 92-624 



who demanded that be charged 

or ceased * threatening officers with raise arrest. Officers 
QOd^Ulted with Hudson County - Assistant Prosecutorf"^ 

1 , w h o concluded then* ,was insu ff ioion-h mbrx s 7777 * 


to charge 
through hilnr 


assured 


[availability 


Card r 


j was in posses sion of a Sorfar fi^nr^n 
in t he name of 


As noted in re tel 


•P 


■ ? when contacted as 'owners in execution of search 

wa rrant at that .address, -offered cooperation, in identification 
oi| 1 who, they said, had ooo unfod . 

noted 


floor apartment I Durin g the intervi ew, 
that her mother lives at| ~ 


On 1/10/66 
outside his place of 


He stated 


was contacted 
that his family 


- empioymento — v**«, w a+o i*jui j.v 

was upset at the publicity given the fact that his property 
was searched and that his wife, who is pregnant, has become, 
illo • He said he nas, therefore, contacted an attorney who 
advised the m that all inquiries shou ld he >,w 

identify his attorney as 


]said he feels he has nothing' to hide but will. 

— *3 * » V_ •»» • . « / 


nevertheless, comply with'hhis attorney's wishes 

During interview with Bureau Agents on' 1/8/66, 
exhibited a card identifying- hirn^t-p a member 


"of 


n» t /ir\/aa T 


be 

b7C 


, ODIN 

■affl is nresent. 


,v emplo yed under • the name 


aavxsea that 
xs a member in p-ood g-i-IrtTTT 


xng 

las 


t He was born\ " ' \ 


[ 


and resides atl 


.b6 

b7C 


J telephone 


A 

-Also on 1/10/66, records at the Bureau r»f v-i 
Statistics, Hudson County, were checked for| 

B a sed on the results, it may ha concluded that 


£ 


al 


2 \ 


b6 

b7C 


NIC 92-624 


and | 

it appears xnax nex'cna: 
identify the . onr.nraat I 
apartment as 


are brother and sister,, Furthermore, 
L. nor her husband, intends to 
I T-.K hfrt of their second floor 


A check of the records at Union City PD and the - 
Hudson Co unty Sheriff s Office has failed to produce any 
record of I | New ark is continuing ef forts to obtain 

a ph&ograpn ox It is possible that neighborhood 

inquiry v/ill prodUOS a witness to his regular attendance at 
during the 'period 11/26 to 12/16/65 0 Also, 
gnd other items seized at this location are being 
forwarded to the Latent Fingerprint Section for examination » 
A request will be made for comparison with [ | 

prints which may be on file at the Identification , Division® 


3 


FD-36 (fev. 10-29-63) 


a*’ 1 ' 

Transmit the following in 


AIRTEL 


F B I 


Date: 1/20/66 


(Type in plain text or code) 


(Priority) 


1 Mr. Tolson 

8 Mr. DeLoach 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Casper 

i Mr. Callahan 

I Mr. Conrad_^fc_ 

| Mr. Felt -fiT— 

| Mr. Gale— 

| Mr. Roseni^c_ 

I Mr. Sullh|an_ 

I Mr, Tavd 

t Mr. Trotter 

I Mr. Wick 

I I Tele. Room 

j Miss Kknes 

[I Miss Gandy 


FROM? 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 


; 165-592 )(P) 


.KENNETH HERBIRT^HAOTA 9 Aka 
I TAR j .ITWI; EOT 


Rerep SA 


Miami , l/lS/66, 


Enclosed for the Bureau and offices receiving 
communication are correct pages 20 and 81 of rerep. 


this 


The Bureau and each office is requested to insert 
corrected pages „ 

Pif ,M4/U 


2 - Albany (Emc-4) 

2 - Atlanta (Ene-4) 

2 -* Baltimore (Rne~4) 

2 ~ Balias (Ene-4) 

2 - Detroit (Esec-4) 

2 - Jackson (Ene-4) 

2 - New Orleans (Rue -4) 


162-34 

92-353 



Approved: j 

a tu wi 









1/18/66 


,».« twr-M*-* I 

Airtei 


To: SAC*s Newark (165-663) 

Miami (165-692) 

From: Director, FBI 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA; 
ITW1; FBW 



b6 Re Newark teletype 1/14/66, and letter 1/ 11/66, 

b7C 



This report supplements Butel 1/15/66. 

Two latent fingerprints and one latent palm print value 
developed on New York Herald Tribune. Four latent fingerprints value 
developed on white telephone. Four latent fingerprints and one latent ; , 
palm print value developed on pink telephone. No latents value developed 
on the other newspaper or the telephone directories, v/hichyou also 
submitted. > " 



“So: 

Herbert Hanna 


p SSI 




.tion furnished, no fingerp rints located for 
Fingerprints lo cated for a| 

] New Jersey; tor at 


New Jersey and for Kennei 


Hi f?3Si32, horn 7/3/11, Elisabeth, New Jersey. 


be 

b7C 


) Latent fingerprints not identical fingerprints either 
>r Hanna. No paiy^jrints here. 

■-tf-ro.cfk , 

Evidence being returned separate. 



b6 

b7C 


a’ 2' ^ 

»* .« 

r 

• \\\ 5vi 
'W> V' v* 



tf tr 


v 


1-36 (Rev. 11-6-63) 


federal bureau of investigation 

LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION WORK SHEET 

Recorded: 1/^/66/11:00 am 

T ntf»nt Case No* 6461V 

Received: l/U/66/cbg - LatentCase o: 

Answer to: SAC> NEWARK 


Examination requested by: addressee 

Copy to: Miami (165-592) 

RE: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA. 

ITWI ; FBW 


Date of reference communication: • / cCvCZ “Jm* iZ/tf/s A 

Specimens: 

Two telephone directories lor Jersey City, Bayon ne fc Hoboken 
toioShSne Instruments — - ’4s 


Two newspapers 

Two telephone instruments 





I 



\dob 


Social Security 

n? — 7 


' % V. ,v * EXPEDITIOUSLY; EXAMINE 

Result of examination: 




Examination by: 
Evidence noted by: 




19 


** - A.** aL.* 


















BH 








♦ 


FBI NEWARK 

4-46 PM EST URG^T 1/14/66 E.J.C. 

TO DIREpTOR AND MIAMI C165-592) 

FROM NEWARK Cl 65-663) 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTIOT 

JAN 1 4196 

TELETYP* 



. 0 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA., ITWI; FBW, 


b6 

hlC 


b3 FRCP Rule 6(e) 

b6 

b7C 


RE NK TEL ONE THIRTEEN SIXTY SIX. 

AND HIS ATTORNEY 


Mr. Tolson. 


Mr. DeLoach, — 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Callahan. 

Mr. Conr, 

Mr. Felt 
Mr. Gale. 

Mr. Ros' 

Mr. Sullivan!^ — 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Trotter_ 

Mr. Wick 

Tele. Room, 



Miss Holmes 

Miss Gand y 


APPEARED BEFORE USDC JUDGE THOMAS F. MEANEY THIS 


: FOR RESOLUTION OF QUESTION OF CIVIL CONTEMPT RE 


REQUESTED PERMISSION TO HAVE 


RETURN 

A i 


FGJ TO ANSWER QUESTIONS ATTEMPTING TO LIMIT SAME TO 
IHT BASIS QUESTIONS ASKED YESTERDAY. JUDGE RULED f 


MUST ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS PROPOUNDED FOR WHICH -HE ~ ' ' 

it - 

i 

PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE EITHER THROUGH EXPERIENCE OR CONVERSATION. 
ARRANGEMENTS BEING MADE FOR 



APPEARANCE BEFORE 


FGJ JAN. NINETEEN OR TWENTY, NEXT. 

DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY PETER R. RICHARDS NOTED THAT RESULTS 
OF EXAMINATION BY LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION ON EVIDENCE 

% 6X /MT— 

SUBMITTED JAN ELEVEN, LAST, COULD BE HELPFUL. f 


/<ffo S) 


LAB REQUESTED TO EXPEDITE EXAMINATION OF SAME. 1 JAN 261966 


END 

WA 






b3 FRCP Rule 6(e) 

be 

b7c'\*’ 

' % \ p * . ■ 

r ' • 






, 4^ (Rav.,,12-1-65) 




DECODED COPY 


□ AIRGRAM 1=1 CABLEGRAM 


RADIO □ TELETYPE 


Tolson 

DeLoach . 

Mohr 

Casper — 
Cal/hhan . 
Co/ ycyt^. 


R 57/ 

DEFERRED 1-20-66 12:14-1 PM 

T8) DIRECTOR AND MIAMI 
FROM NEWARK 201 6l 5 


KENNETH HERBER 


JANUARY 8 LAST. 


Zhanna, 






AKA. I TW I ; FBW. 00 MM. REMYTEL 


(NA) DETECTIVE BUREAU, UNION 


CITY, NJPD, ADVISED ON JANUARY 19 LAST THAT| 


Us REPRESENT I N( 


WHO WERE ARRESTED AND CHARGED 



WITH BOOKMAKING ON JANUARY 8 LAST, ON BASIS OF BOOKMAKING 
OPERATION UNCOVERED BY BUAGENTS Al| 


ADVISED THA' 


HAS REQUESTED A 


PRELIMINARY HEARING WHICH HAS BEEN SCHEDULED IN LOCAL 
MAGISTRATE’S COURT, UNION CITY, NJ, FOR JANUARY 26 NEXT. 
INDICATED A HUDSON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 



4*3 (Hev. 12-1-65) 










Tolson 


DECODED COPY 

lj AIRGRAM cd CABLEGRAM x RADIO □ TELETYPE 



[// 


\ 


Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 


r-66 

CJRGiNT 1-21-66 12:39 PM 
TO DIRECTOR AND MIAMI 
TROM NEWARK 211.615 

a 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA., ITWI; FBW. 


i [tW^ 



5* 


b3 FRCP Rule 6(e) 

b6 

b7C 


NOW REPRESENTED BY ATTORNEY 


, APPEARED BEFORE FGJ JANUARY 20 AND 



DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY RICHARDS ADVISED BY 


THAT 


ADDITION HAS 


AND I 


,.S PREGNANT AND IN 


WOULD REPEAT INFO FURNISHED BUAGENTS JANUARY 8, LAST. 

^ JAN 251966 

INVESTIGATION CONTINUING. 

RECEIVED: 1:15 PM HL 


b6 

b7C 


CORRECTED: 2:38 PM HL 


pr 

c- 


j 


\ 



parapkrased^n order ^protect the BweaJs crypto^aphic s^stems? 0 ^ outslde the Bureau > il *s suggested that it be suitably 




Airtel 


1/26/66 


TO: SAC, MAM (165-592) 

FROM: Director, FBI (165-1990) 

KENNETH HERBER'^HANNA 
, ITAR: ITM - FBW 


Reurlet 1/17/66. 



One latent palm print of value appears on lift marked as exhibit __ 
#12. The latent impressions oh the other 14 lifts were of no value for 
comparison purposes and these lifts were destroyed. . 1 , jr 

On basis information furnished a fingerprint record was located i 
for a Francis Earl Conner, FBI #3 301 154, Baltimore, Maryland, PD #33560, 

43 years old in 1948. No palm prints in this record for comparison with latent 
palm print and no palm prints here for subject Kenneth Herbert Hanna, 

FBI #739 132. * 


The lift of value enclosed. 


Enclosure 


REG- 62 


■^Baltimore 


■ CO 

to 

* 1 2 g 

C8 * 3 

Uji CD | 

.5! <*> 1 
a sr. u 
< 




a ®JAN 22J966 


1 * ^ 


MAIL ROOM 




TELETYPE UNIT L 



-•* V il < jfoi iili 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION WORK SHEET 

Recorded: X-2Q—66 8*00 a*m* Reference No: 

FBI File No: 

Received: X*“X9"»66 KM Latent Case No: 

Answer to: SAC, MIAMI 


Examination requested by: addressee 

Copy to: Baltimore 

RE: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA 

ITARj ITWI - FBW 


Date of reference communication: letter X— 17-66 

Specimens: 

X5 cards bearing <X5 

I t-Sj 

Named subject : \ 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA (j&& 937/3^) 








165-592 

t&g'-jWO 

646X7 






j. / „ ; •; / ’ %%%&' % . J3o&gent& «t • '■• •* '•• 

Mna&i .4&,&&smxy '•* SAtt* .•* h&^-_ f$8$S3t0&t ’'&&*&& t#;-. : "': . 


# s/4 tJ mu 22 a W long lay 1 1/4** Mgft*.' '*&» '-oatninsd ■ 

:iii. .'AgK : SAnc 'Sjs&.-t&i Aar 

-$»:$!*« %S®e- ^woised.S^ latent ?. *••• ;• ;' '•"- 

v &u£to&*& '&sr ’•-/•<. 


• '. $&e ..twer tsafi -$ bg$$b& lit , ..; : '. / • • 

at ggg$ in ttm% &tea ©rov ■ - :. . r ;; ;.- : 

4t tjift/tlsssrife •;'... - • ' ; 

$faa st&teS &is‘ ; '^s44©sss0# .-' '[■■■' 

Smtiaore* ' t®m : - ••. •;. ;, ,.- ; • 


.^3!&tt&-&» fe .s £atgfc;fift4 an ■ mog<g & - 

•f»4-:0«3o®a»i©- Jsli ^9isl " .• .• v . 

-’- , ." :< / V/-.v ^ '•■■-. --; •• '• ** , .'“ : .’ • ; ; ,- 

•-: '• /;,, " ' jte\ $&. •- '*•< 

*»4' isafcr .n^iwaial $%ui^h%<&y ■- ,.• ; 'ca ■’v 

§3kv&^^^mk ■ $&. «®#r ' - to OM a&sr SJait^ewii «*.$& on . ' v . •' 1 . 1 • ‘ • > ; * ‘ 
^mmtyM^rnMm *a*$r fcav4* *M: , :', A i’\«' 

,<na> .. ■.•-’■• ^ .. .. ■'■• , : '-f; ' . / ' V ; : 

1 — tiiatti' ' ■ ... .- ;v --„ "• - . ,;. ,, • ;■ • . -, . ■- •■ v* v ■;■ 






n- 


PCX f -- 






arge 




FD-302 (Rev. 4-15-64) 


^KDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGA 

******* 


Records of the| 

Ireflect the following: 


Baltimore, Maryland 


BA 165-428 


by 1 I- Date dictated 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. V 


ENCLOSHEB 




The above should not be made a matter of public record 
without the issuance of a subpoena duces tecum directed to the 
attention ofT \ 



1266 


v 




BA 165-428 
if/: jtk 

i 


DATE: 

NAME: 

AT: 


Baltimore” 


MARYLAND 


On October 12, 1965* Lt. 


Racket Squad, 


Baltimore, Maryland Police Department advised that records of his 
office contain no information identifiable with FRANCIS E. CONNER, 


On January 24, 1966, Lt. 


advised he believes 


he knows of FRANCIS E. CONNER as an individual who has been 
engaged in gambling in the Baltimore area for a number of years. 


On October 12, 19^5* files of Central Records, 
Baltimore, Maryland Police Department were reviewed and they 
reflected the following concerning FRANCIS E. CONNER; 


DATE 

2/10/51 


11/24/45 

11/29/43 

9/19/40 


NAME 

FRANCIS CONNER 
1200 Windemere Avenue 


FRANCIS CONNER 
1200 Windemere Avenue 


CHARGE 

b6 

Assault in striking b7c 
Two charges - one 
dismissed, one 30 days 
in Jail, suspended 
Disturbing peace, 

$10.00 and costs and 
released. 

Assault and striking 
$50.00 and costs and 
released . 


FRANCIS CONNER Disturbing Peace - 

1200 Windemere Avenue Dismissed 


FRANCIS E. CONNER 
903 Me Kewin Avenue 


Disorderly Conduct 
$5*00 and costs and 
released . 


ENCLOSURE^, /n 

li/s'- 


o 


Mo(Rn,lMM<) 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESlUlATION 





DATE: 1/20/66 
SAC 

To: ’Newark 


Re: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA; 
ITWI; FBW 



Invoice of Contents 



□ Crypt.-Trans. 

2 newspapers 

□ Document 

2 telephones ' 

□ Electronics 

2 telephone directories 
1 maH cover 

/)□ P&C 

/W ps 


Special Instructions; 

Mail Room; Show shipment date and registry number. 

Shipping Room: Show shipment date; bill of lading number; 
initial invoice; return to Section checked in block; after 
initialing in block, invoice to be placed in administrative file. 



FBI Pile No. L 165-1990 
1/18/66 LC 64617 




* 1 *. 


FD-36'(Rev. 5-22-64) 


Date: 


2/4/ 


Transmit the following iri' _1 


AIRTEL 


(Type iri plaintext or code) 


l Priority l 


TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) . . . . 

FROM: SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) _ 

RE: KENNETH HERBERT^ANNA, aka , . 

- • . ITAR; ITWI; FBW ' • \ , . p / "" 

. ; ' 00: . Miami " ' •’ ' / ■ P\, . 

' HANNA arraigned USDC, Miami, , 2/4/66, and. pled ' not 
guilty to charges. Bond/continued at $5*000; 

; / . Court /authorized 60 days for filing of motions'. 


3^- Bureau y/ nW/' 

1 - New York (Info) 
1 - Miami , P • 
WFH:amc . „ 

(5) \ • v" 1 - 




Approved 

B 


ao FEB 5 US65 



p 




J 4- 


X* 


OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
* MAY 1862 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 


-^UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



to : 
from : . 

rtf 

subject: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) date: 

(ATTN: Latent Fingerprint Division) 

SAC, MIAMI (1S5-592) (p) 

KENNETH HERBErI^NNA, Aka 
ITAR; I TNI - FBW 


at Miami. 


00: MIAMI 

Re report of SA 


1-28-66 


be 

b7C 


dated 1-13-66, 



Enclosed herewith is one plastic envelope containing 
7 airline tickets which were seized in the search of, the 
subject’s apartment conducted on 1-8-66, pursuant to a 
search warrant for the premises. Apartment 2, 2290 Northeast 
170th Street, North Miami, Florida. 

All of the airline tickets which are described 
below and which are transmitted, herewith ' have had the 
auditor's coupon removed. These tickets all were purchased 
with American E:q>r e s s Credit Cards and are good for flight 
passage on the airlines involved: 

1. Northeast Airl ines ticket No . 011410779723 


be 

b7C 


in the name of| 
New York City 


on B-lU-bb 


purchased in 


2. Northeast Airlp n e , r H rVet ,No. 011410779722 A 


purchased in 


3. 


Q 

UJ 

c3 


in the name of 
New York City on .8-10-65 


Eastern Airlin es ticket No. 007101113248 
in the. name of| purchased in 
Atlanta, Georgia, on h-ib-o5 



4. National Airli nes trinket Nr> 


be 

b7C 


in the name of 
in Washington, 


010112795501 



0 - Bur 

1 - Miami v 

WFH:eb 

(4) 



purchased 
D. (J . , on IZ-I/-65 

REC- 13 


iT * 4 

* U t 



'uy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Bay roll Savings Blan 





MM 165-592 


5. National Airli nes ticket No . 010112795509 he 
in the name of| purchased in *>7 

Washington, D. u. , on iz-i/-65 


6. Eastern A-i -rl i tips 'Hoke t No. 007112254567 in 
the name of purchased at Chicago, 

Illinois, on ll-13-oo 


7. Eastern Airli nes ticket No. 0071011 13245 


in the name of 

purchased in Atlanta, Georgia, on 
11-13-65. 


American Express Company, 


Miami, Florida, advised that 3 of the American Express 
Credit Cards used in the purchase of at least 3 of 
the above airline tickets have all been reported stolen 
os not rece ived bv the person to whom the credit card 


is issued. [ 


further advised that these 7 
tickets are only a few of the tickets purchased with 
these stolen credit cards. 


b6 

b7C 


From the above it appears that the subject may 
have purchased these 7 airline tickets at a discount 
from some one who was in possession of stolen credit 
cards . 


It is requested that a latent fingerprint 
examination be made of the 7 enclosed tickets and 
that the results of this examination be forwarded to 
Miami . 


The Miami Office does not at this time have 
any suspects as to whom HANNA obtained these tickets from, 
however, it is possible that logical suspects in this 
regard may subsequently be developed, during the gambling 
investigation of HANNA. 


- 2 - 











zc ^y^/? 

Us 1 -; 99 0-27 


m 















0J0 /JZ 79S'£‘>J 





















FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64) 
- 


f 


: 


F B I 

Date: 


1/27/66 


Transmit the following in 

AIRTEL 


(Type in plaintext or code) 


Via 


(Priority) 




.■ft 


be 

b7C 


TO: DIRECTOR* FBI (165-1990) 

ATTENTION: IDENTIFICATION DIVISION 

; LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION 

FROM: SAC* NEWARK (2.65-663) 

KENNETH HERBERT KANNA,aka. 

ITWI; FBW . 

RE: Newark letter 1/11/66 

Bureau' airtel 1/18/66 


O n 1/24/66. 
since he is 

rf 


aka 




was interviewed 


was on the third floor- of this address where an 


I 


individual subsequently identified as 
located on 1/8/66, 


was 




stated that based on 


departure from 


Ik ^ the apartment on 1/8/66, in the company or members of the Union 

If O-ity ‘PraUrtft nonartwont anH big *r> rotnyn this awart. 

^ mend 



bo ; 
b7C 


i 


he bad already removed 
xne Kxxcnen ana Dearoom rurnrxure® tie offered to make the 
premises available for inspection. 


Accompanied bvl 
the apartment whereupon! 


~\ the interviewing Agents visited 
_gave the items listed below to the| 


Agents, stating that he intended to dispose of them. 


Av 




New* Jersey Bell Telephone Directories for North 
Hudson area ‘ 

S a - 

plastic seal from bottle of J&B Scotch Whiskey 
g^rsj 1 plastic, 1 glass 





B. 

(4y- Bureau 

w (1 - Package./ \j - ,v 

1 - Miami (165-592) (info) *■>»' 
- Newark,, / . \ 

WiHs 


Sent 



b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 




u 4 


Approved: 

C t//; XQia - 









W /v-*?-' { Jv' ' : 

v : S«?-> .'•^■>■.'2 :< •■*■>'■' £•«. ’•. c* ! - \\ ■ **•? 

. •" .T-: / Ww • •■■■•- 


UK 165-533: 


<•.•-✓•••• 


I JmtfCh. box. 


I^Gigar Wrapper CLaCoronp, Director) ' ‘W 

^2^^y cleaning stubs numbered 1/935- and- 2/407 

2, pieces of cardboard J\ri;tsb 

7 *V A- 


' '-/Tfi-i,?'’ ' : /2^',^ewspap©yjs datdd 12/24/65: ; ;:'!7> V’,-V‘7 

•J'&w?*' ; , v/-; , 'iy^v,lf©^ ;^or^;. ; Heraid '’ISplbrni^r#'^ ; ''■■■‘Z.u- 'A % : ! *; 

j-' v '-'&A A-: 1 .; }A'SJ-.:a ■A:::::--. ■ A AXx--^ 

’ : •; ’ ^^ ! 3^d,;id^ntif ication Divisiob'.^ ito^bxkbtne,!- * . -; 

s, a ;tbe’' above-listed ''-abd’ito^bbApard >;V 

7tbn^ ebr£d ^tb ^in;lre-' 

.;tias indic ated that , evidence itba/fc the :' 


f same person hftflfteetv 

v and . 

for an indictment 'bf l 


both 


tf engtben «v the argument 


iPiebsb 


;>«• v-" fe b7C b" 


v L U*l*r 




■ - . 1 ~ » J ‘Y? ,V 



















FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESMTION 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 
DATE: 2-7-8S 


(165-863) 


tin MBIT ML m\ 


Invoice of Contents. 


MMoie directories 
Plastic seal 
Tito tumblers 
Matchbox 
Cigar tapper 
firjr cleaning stubs 
Two pieces of cardboard 
Two newspapers 


MAILED. A 

FEB 7 IS 


Special Instructions; 

Mail Room: Show shipment date and registry number. 

Shipping Room: Show shipment date; bill of lading number; 
initial invoice; return to Section checked in block; after 
initialing in block, invoice to be placed in administrative file. 


FBI File No. 


165-1990 


ifi MGW 



Airtel 


To: SAG’s Newark (185-663) 

Miami (165-592) 

From: Director, FbF(iI5-1990)~ 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA; 
yra; FBW 

ReNKairtei 1-27-66, submitting telephone directories; plastic seal; 
two tumblers; matchbox; cigar wrapper; dry cleaning stubs; two pieces of 
cardboard; and two newspapers. 

One latent palm print developed on inside portion of matchbox. 

No latent impressions of value developed on remaining specimens. 

Basis of information previously furnished, no fingerprint record b6 

located for No inkbd palm prints here for other in- b7c 

dividuals previously named tor comparison, per Buairtel to Newark Division 
dated 1-18-66. 

All submitted items being returned under separate cover. 






T 


1-36 (Rev. 11=6-6,3) 



*■ 





■V 


* V 


t 


Recorded: 

Received: 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION WORK SHEET 


2-1-66 11:30 a.m. 
2-1-66 KM 


Reference No: 
FBI File No: 
Latent Case No: 


165-663 

165-1990 

64617 



Answer to: SAC , NEWARK 


Examination requested by: addressee 


Copy to: 
RE: 


Miami 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
ITWI j FBW 


Date of reference communication: Air tel 1—27—66 

Specimens: 

2 telephone directories © 

1 plastic seal from bottle© 

2 tumblers o 

1 match box (s W) 

1 cigar wrapper© . 

2 dry cleaning stubso . 

2 pieces of cardboardO 
2 newspaper so 


Named susnect: 


UtL -h> h/K. 

NOTE : Please e xpedit e examination. 

Examination by: 


be 

b7C 


Result of examination: 

Registry #433764 

Q~~No cjjATsdldb j ^ e&Ji 

P Jrtr£ {iddZ ~*f r 


Evidence noted 




/ Jttd>~ /fjb j/*/3*-4tsL, Astr\£-'SKj ilrf* 




r.7 

Afo £#/. ^ajaJaj dhf- 6r> dbtefcu*. & 

/jp'COhO'uA' ivi. ^ ' §***> /**»*£ AUAju%A> fbtfC 



Examination* compl^te^ ^ 


Time 


Pate 


Dictated 


' Date 





1 - Mr. Webb ' 



SAC, Miami (165-592) . 2/4/66 ; 

©ib-22 . 

Director, FBI (165-1990) ^ 

; •, c 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka * , : ^ 

TTAH; ITWI - FBW * * . 

00: Miami ; f 

Reurlet 1/31/66 requesting advice, concerning method of . 
transporting to the Laboratory for* examination chair red paper recovered ; 
in the search of the suspect’s apartment, 1/8/66/ " 

Based on your description of this charred paper evidence, 
it appears likely that this evidence would become fragmented if transported 
by one of the usual methods recommended. For this reason, it is the 
recommendation of the laboratory that this evidence be held in IMiami 
until it can be hand-carried to the Laboratory. This can bedone either 
by the next Agent of your .office coming to Washington of* by the- next 
FBI Laboratory Agent returning to Washington from your office. J ' 

The above evidence can best be packaged to be hand- 
parried by securing the bowl containing the charred, paper to the bottom 
of a corrugated cardboard box and then sealing the box with no packing: 
material around the evidence. The packaging of the charred paper -I,, 
between layers of cotton sometimes used for such evidence is not being / 
recommended since it is likely this or any packing material used would 
tend to fragment the large piece of charred paper which you described* 
Depending on the size of the bowl and the position of the charred paper 
in the howl, consideration should be given to ballooning a plastic bag over 
the bowl so that the evidence could not move far in case of accidental 
jarring* • ; •. . j . 

Storage of the charred paper in an atmosphere of high 
humidity prior to the time it is transported to the Laboratory is also , , 

recommended* This can be done by placing the bowl containing the ' : \ 

charred paper in a larger container having a layer of water in the ’ 
bottom of that container ^|ThC | larger container can then be sealed; with. \ 
a tight cover such as a piecel of glass or plastic. , >Y V j 
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Letter to Miami 

Re: Kenneth Herbert Hanna, aka 
165-1990 


Additional information concerning the handling of 
charred paper evidence is contained in, the reprint from the 
June 1964 FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin entitled "Charred 
Documents Evidence or Ashes?" A copy of this reprint is 
furnished you herewith. 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

MAY 1062 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 




TO 


FROM : 


subject: 


JJNITED STATES GO^gRNMENT 

Memoramum 


« 


date: 1-31-66 




DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) t) 
(ATTN: FBI LABORATORY) 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (p) 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, Aka 
ITAR; ITWI - FBW 

00: MIAMI ■ 


In connection with the search of the subject’s 
apartment on 1-8-66, a bowl of ashes was located and 
seized pursuant to the search warrant. The ashes in this 
bowl appear -to be one sheet of paper that was crumbled 
slightly and then burned. The ashes are generally in one 
piece and have not crumbled into fragments. It is 
believed that possibly the sheet of paper prior to 
the burning contained, handwriting notes relating to 
HANNA’ s gambling operation. 

The Miami Office has these ashes as originally 
found in the bowl, however, it is believed that should 
they be packed and shipped they would crumble in transit. 
The Laboratory is requested to advise the Miami Office if 
it is possible to restore any writing on these ashes to 
the point where it could subsequently be used in evidence, 
and if such writing did occur and should this restoration 
be possible, the best manner to transport the ashes to -the 
Laboratory. 

jcc^C 
u - Bureau 
1 - Miami 
WFH:eb 
(4) 




REC-22 
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8 FEB 






Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 


i 


Mt^i'Uaev, 12-10-63) 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

Washington, D. C. 20537 

REPORT W 

of the 

IDENTIFICATION DIVISION 

LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION 


f/i 


YOUR FILE NO. 
FBI FILE NO. 
LATENT CASE NO. 


105*592 

105*1990 

84 ® 17 


TO: 


&&€» tli&si 


February 10* 3.936 


RE: 


mm 


mmPm 

vmt m mt 


'A, AHA; 


ir 




Tolson - 


. . . . j 

REFERENCE: i*2j|£00 4 > 

EXAMINATION REQUESTED BY': •EP.OSB* - . ... ‘ - «. ^ 

SPECIMENS: Too national Mrlines tickets* nutters 010 112 798 891 

and 010 %%% 798 599* and five ether nirline?- 
tickets 

' Sis: latent fingerprints sail ©a# latent palm print 
■ ■ &$-' value developed on-, ticket #910 112 798 691* too latent 
fingerprints of value developed On ..ticket #0X0 112 798 S99* 
U0 latent impressions of value developed on the other 
specimenf* 

Who latent fi^erprints not identiehl eith finger* 
points of - Kenneth Herbert iSahna# IBI #739132} or Lancia 
Earl Conner# KBS #3301184# oho map b© the Mancie.. Earl 
Conner previously named no M ©aspect In this case* Ho- palm, 
prints hero for those individuals* 

Specimens enclosed# " " "" 

f " oe 9i .-, 


|3n^'<7) 

If n-di 






’ 


A 

<1 



*A^-a©»aE! 



4 f£Bll 


i "5 




, John Edgar Hoover, Director 




ms M'POtfJLJS 
teletypXunit 1 J 


FURNISHED FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 
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Answer to: 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION WORK SHEET 


Recorded: 2-3-66 11:00 a.m. 

Received: 2-3-66 KM 


SAC, MIAMI 


Reference No: 165—592 

FBI File No: 165-1990 r ~3 ( & 

Latent Case No: 64617 


Examination requested by: addressee 


Copy to: 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA 
ITAR; ITWI- FBW 


Date of reference communication: letter 1—28—66 

Specimens: 

7 airline£tickets — 5. 

Named subject: 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA 




Result of examination: 


'f, /r n tr ' . {?. 


Examination by:/ 
Evidence noted e 




/-2J7&/1 

jz?ju2 


°z. 




9 JO HZ y&ASdp' 


'Jfc. 






^9fSs 


'Examination completed, £ / J &/ //£ , Dicta t e d *V 




/7 Time aT Date 


/Date, 
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FD-204 (Rev. 3-3-59) 


in 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JBCTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Copy to: 


2-USA, SDNY 
1-USA, Miami 


Report of: 

Date: 

Field Office File 


Offices New' York, New York 


1 6 ig 6 $ 

165-1344 , 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA: 
NATHAN MODELL 


Bureau File #: 


Character: 


INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OP 
WAGERING INFORMATION 


Synopsis: . Subscribers to telephones called from Miami numbers 

I 945-9723 set out. Numbers called from MODELL ‘s 
r °? m ? ^07s Hotel Salisbury, set out. .Xerox copies of papers 
obtained from MODELL and search of his room enclosed. AUSA PAWER 
advised hearing scheduled for 1 / 19/66 for MODELL add ourned_onnd±n£ 
presentation of evidence to Grand Jury, Miami, Florida. 

ofone f ^ tW ° , cartons of silverware to KENNA HANNA 1 at reqUbg 

" ' b7C ' 

- P - 


DETAILS: 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions -of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. ' . 


FD-302* (R<^v. 4-15-64) 


Weral bureau of investigation 


. I Salisbury Hotel. 

JlUi N6W 7ork City, advised that NAT . 

MODELL is presently residing in Room 507 of the above 
hotel a nd has been residing there ever since November 14, 

iSShJ | furnished the following toll calls charged to ' 

MODELL uuj.-j.ag the months of November and December, 1955; 

November 1 
November 1 
November 2 
November 3 
November 5 
November 7 

November 11 ; 

November 11 • 

November 13 \ 

November 16 'be 

November 19 ,.; b 7c 

November 21 

November 21 

November 23 

November 25 ~~ 

■ ' November 27 . 

December 1 . 

December 2 
December 3 

December 4 ■ . 

December 7 

December 9 • 

December 11 
December 13 

December 15 • 

December 16 

December 18 

December 20 

December 22 

December 24 

December 28 

December 30 


1/4/66 


by pUS Date dictated 1^/66 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is' loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 











; 'f%:-^QiabM'ng; c#isdj„ts 
^rlepTephSne ';b,ddr L eB^,bJ66K vt&ken^rbm .Xeffe’lp 
vMQDELLy JLh^46ijt?^1^rh^js: $r&li& arifl;6$^ft v: bfVK^ 


















































NAMES AND ADDRESSES 


TEL. NO. 




















TheTfollQttittg^fc6ns'±sfe§^of^ 
of ; a>^ejefcl^ gfks^ie^aia; :,^d'. r ;&o chfefl^Le/ 

pocKel^ 'of NATHAN ^0D]2pL3S;i'ddi<^enpaiv;.f^ * 

tid^'-pefsdn^^ ■;^V^w-r^;'i£ : 'V ;• V...-7' 




All times are Eastern Standard Time. Unless neutral floor is specified, bottom t eam is home team 
Pufrlishd by MULTIPLE SPORTS NEWS SERVICE, 1090 N.E. 79th St., Miami, Florida 33138, PLaza 4-0637 
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1965 

CONSENSUS 

ALL-AMERICA 


-s, % ^ 





The Consensus All-Ameri- 
**'*j ca is composed of those 
players who appeared 
most often on nationally 
circulated All-America 
squads . FIRST TEAM: Top 
to bottom , left column — 
Cazzie Russell, 6-5 - - 

Michigan junior; Gail 
Goodiuck, 6-1 UCLA 




a 0'y ' . wlH 

r&F&i 



\ SI 

, i'£;\ 

ii T . mi w/J 


;; IS*.’ 



mentor. Middle— B ill 
Brajdley, 6-5 Princeton 
senior. JRigftt coZumn— 
Kick Barry, 6-7 Miami 
(Fla,) senior; Fred Het- 
zel, 6-8 Davidson senior. 
SECOND TEAM: ( not pictur- 
ed): Wayne Estes, 6-6 
Utah State senior; Dave 1 
Stallwouth, 6-7 Wich- \ 
ita State senior; Bill 
Buntjn, 6-7 Michigan 
, . . senior; Clyde Lee, 6-9 

Vanderbilt junior; Dave 
Schellhase, 6-4 Purdue ^ 
junior » 



INDIVIDUAL SCORING LEADERS 


Barry, Miami (Fla.) ... 

Kstcs, Utah State 

Bradley, Princeton 

Schellhase, Purdue 

Thomas, Xavier (0*) ... 
Robinson. Wyoming . . . . 

Austin, Rost on Col 

Hctzcl, Davidson 

Iteasley, Texas A&M . . . . 

Russell, Michigan 

Cunningham, No. Caro. . 

Finkel, Dayton 

Lloyd. Rutgers 

Stallworth, Wichita St. . 

Goodrich, UCLA 

Somerset, Duquesne . . . . 

Isaac, Iona 

. Kciwln. Centenary . .... 
Leonard, Wake Forest . . . 
Malaise, Texas Tech . . . 

Lem ho, Manhattan 

Wesley, Kansas 

Haskins, Western Ky. ... 
Sergent, Mo rehead St. 

Hudson. Minnesota 

Ring, Syracuse 

Dnors, Howl. Green . , . . 

Lee, Vanderbilt 

Rodkin, Kart cm Ky. . . . 

Swiatck. Canisius 

Hill, Massachusetts . . . . 

Thorcn. Illinois 

Anderson, West. Mich. . . 
Johnson, San Francisco 
McGovern. Rhode Island 
Puwlak, Pennsylvania . . 
Fairchild, Hrig. Young . 

Yeiga, Duke 

Bialosuktiia, Conn 

Washington. Midi. St. . 
Sedlacek. Harvard . . . . 
Young, Montana St. . . . 
Wendclkcn. Holy Cross. . 
; Langfitt, Marshall . . . . 

I’er vail, Iowa 

Jarvis, Oregon St 

* Lewis, No. Carolina . . . 

Reed, Notre Dame .. .. 
Walker, Utah St 

■ Sanders, Butler 

Dairman, Arizona St.;*.,. 
Felsinger, Columbia . . 
Walker, Providence . . . . 
Williams, Seattle, . . . . 
■ Burke. Fairfield . . . v V 

* ‘ Snyder, Davidson . . 

Brown, Fairfield 

Kchoe, St. Peter’s . . . . 

Buntin, Michigan 

Turner, T.C.U 

Hillman, Memphis St/ . 

Wells. Okla. City 

Johnson, Murray St. . . 
Name in, Murray St. . . . 

Purkhiscr, Turdue 

D Wit ilia, Vermont . . . . 
Kimball, Connecticut . . 
Wright, Colo. St. U. .. 
McMlIlcn, Maryland ... 
Swogerty, Pacific Cal.) 
Gillette, Maine ....... 


G FG FT Pts. Avg. 

26 340 203 073 37.4 

19 21)2 137 G41 33.7 

20 30G 273 885 30.5 

24 249 20G 704 29.3 
14 1GG 73 405 28.9 
20 207 107 701 27.0 

25 231 211 G73 20.0 
2G 273 143 G80 2G.5 
24 250 119 019 25.8 

27 271 152 094 25.7 
24 237 135 009 25.4 

29 293 147 733 25.3 

24 237 127 G01 25.0 
10 153 94 400 25.0 

30 277 190 744 24.8' 
24 218 157 593 24.7 

23 210 139 559 24.3 

24 219 142 580 24.2 
27 250 145 645 23.9 
23 178 191 547 23.8 

22 204 109 517 23.5 

25 233 121 587 23.5 

27 252 129 033 23.4 

23 195 140 530 23.3 

24 231 90 558 23,3 

23 200 121 533 23.2 

24 204 145 553 23.0 

28 239 153 031 22.5 

25 220 10S 500 22.4 
20 108 lift 440 22.3 

, 23 213 85 511 22.2 

, 24 219 95 533 22.2 

, 24 181 158 520 21.7 
. 29 242 143 627 21.0 
. 24 224 09 517 21.5 

. 25 215 108 538 21.fi 
. 28 218 100 002 21.fi 
. 25 229 76 C34 21,4 

. 23 198 94 490 21.3 

. 23 185 120 490 21.3 
. 23 193 94 490 21.3 

. 24 189 132 510 21.3 
. 23 176.130 488 21.2 
, 24 210 77 509 21.2 

. 24 198 111 507 21.1 
. 26 210 110- 548 21.1 
. 24 191 123 505 21.0 
. 27 242 S2 500 21.0 
. 25 213 95 521 20.8 

. 20 228 80 530 20.0 

. 27 220 114 554 20.5 
. 22 157 137 451 20,5 
. 26 211 110 532 20.5 
. 23 187 94 408 20.3 

. 20 157 92 400 20.3 
..20 221 83 525 20.2 
, 21 100 104 424 20,2 
, 19 138 107 383 20.2 
. 28 221 122 501 20.1 
. 24 104 155 483 20. J 
. 24 182 119 483 20.1 
. 31 222 170 020 20,0 
. 20 210 100 520 20.0 
, 20 172 170 520 20.0 
. 22 184 72 440 20.0 

, 20 1*8 84 400 20.0 

. 23 1<7 101 455 10.8 
. 22 108 98 434 )9,7 

. 20 200 100 512 10,7 
. 20 201 108 5JO 19,0 
. 23 177 97 451 1031 




Monday y 3«m. 3 


PRO BASKETBALL 


1 ALABAMA ; 

2 FLORIDA 


3 XAVIER (Ohio) 

4 DAYTON 


5 PENN STATE 
' B DUKE 


7 MISSISSIPPI STATE 

8 AUBURN 


< 9 CLEMSON 
10 SOUTH CAROLINA 


11 DUQUESNE 

12 ST. FRANCIS (Pa.) 
/13 FLORIDA STATE V « 

14 GEORGIA 

15 LOUISIANA STATE.- 

, 16 MISSISSIPPI 
17 MARYLAND x' . 

~ 18 NORTH CAROLINA 


19 UTAH 


20 MIAMI (Fla.) 


21 SYRACUSE 

22 CREIGHTON 


23 V.M.I. 

24 GEO. WASHINGTON 


25 LOYOLA (Chicago)- 
.. 26 INDIANA " - 


27 MOREHEAD 

28 EASTERN KENTUCKY 


29 KANSAS STATE ( - 

30 MISSOURI 


31 ST. LOUIS 
• 32 KENTUCKY" 


33 WISCONSIN 

34 MARQUETTET > • 


35 TULANE V 

36 TENNESSEE 


37 OKLAHOMA STATE 
i/j 38' OKLAHOMA ■ 


39 CINCINNATI 

(Memphis) -8:00 

40 ST. LOUIS 


Tuesday y Hasv. 4 


!. i i i 


13 ARKANSAS - } 

14 TEXAS CHRISTIAN'! 


21 BAYLOR 

22 TEXAS TECH 


PRO BASKETBALL 


23 SAN FRANCISCO I 

(New York) -6:30 

24 BALTIMORE ' ' 7 


Wednesday, jJami. 5 


1 GEORGETOWN . 

- 4:00 

2 NAVY v 


3 V1LLAN0VA 

\ (Palestra) -rs — 

4 TEMPLE ' i 


5 NO. CAROLINA STATE ./ 

6 SOUTH CAROLINA'; 


9 HOLY CROSS 
10 CONNECTICUT !: : 


11 LOYOLA (Chicago) • 

12 MARQUETTE 


13 NORTH CAROLINA 

14 WAKE FOREST 


15 VIRGINIA • 

16 MARYLAND 


17 BOWLING GREEN 

18 TOLEDO 


19 OHIO UNIVERSITY 

20 WESTERN MICHIGAN 


21 MIAMI (Ohio) 

22 KENT STATE 


23 BUTLER 

24 EVANSVILLE 


PRO BASKETBALL ' 


31 DETROIT j 

(Dayton) 8:30 | 1 

32 CINCINNATI . j j 


I I i 


NationaS Hockey league 


35 CHICAGO 

- 8:00 

36 MONTREAL 


Thursday, Jara." 6 


5 WICHITA STATE 

6 BRADLEY 


7 CLEMSON 

8 GEORGIA TECH 









































9 DRAKE 

10 ST. LOUIS 


PRO BASKETBALL 


19 ST. LOUIS 

* 8:00 

20 DETROIT OMk'j hi 


33 OREGON STATE 

(L.A. Sports Arona) 

34 SO. CALIFORNIA 


13 SEATTLE 

14 TEXAS WESTERN | 


15 LOUISVILLE ^ 

16 TULSA ' I 


17 CINCINNATI^ |?3 j j 

18 NORTH TEXAS STATE I 1 1 | 


19 WYOMING 

20 DENVER 


PRO BASKETBALL 


21 C 

22 D 


9 TEXAS 


£**■<>- u-io !. 

- 3:00 f r — 


National Hockey League 10 so. methodist fo|td|:j^|^° 

11 PURDUE 


25 BOSTON 

26 DETROIT 


3 PRINCETON 

4 YALE 


m 


12 NORTHWESTERN 


13 AUBURN ✓ 

■ 3:00 

14 LOUISIANA STATE 


15 TEXAS TECH 

- 3:00 

16 ARKANSAS 


17 CALIFORNIA 

• 5:30 

18 WASHINGTON STATE 


9 MIAMI (Florida) 

10 FLORIDA STATE 


11 ARIZONA UNiV. 

12 UTAH 


13 ARIZONA STATE 

14 BRIGHAM YOUNG 


21 DUQUESNE 7:3 o 

(Mem. Aud., Buffalo) 

22 ST. BONAVENTURE 


23 ST. FRANCIS (Pa.) 

' 9:30 

24 CANISIUS 


25 WEST VIRGINIA 

C .harlotte) 

26 DAVIDSON 


29 NOTRE DAME { 

(Denver) -J 

30 AIR FORCE t \ 


31 OREGON ) 

(Pauley Pavilion) — 

32 U.C.L.A. * 


43 NAVY 

44 SYRACUSE 


45 PENNSYLVANIA 

46 YALE 


49 PITTSBURGH 

50 VIRGINIA TECH 


53 COLUMBIA 

54 HARVARD 


55 PRINCETON 

56 BROWN 


57 BOSTON UNIVERSITY 

58 COLGATE 


59 BRADLEY 

60 DRAKE 


61 NEW YORK UNIV. 

62 BOSTON COLLEGE 


63 XAVIER (Ohio) 

64 MARQUETTE 


65 VIRGINIA 

66 NO. CAROLINA STATE 


67 ARMY 

68 SETON HALL 


69 KENTUCKY — . .. 

70 FLORIDA 




III 


£ <82 
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FD-302 (Rev. 4-15-6-4) 


:DERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIQI' 


1/28/66 


i | | was advised by SA who 

had identified himself as a Special Agent (SA ) of the federal 
Bureau of Investigation (FBI)* that he did not have to say 
anything* anything he did say could be used against him in 
a court of law* and he could consult an attorney before 
saying anything. 

. I ladvi sed he is I who deals 

only with! I wi th his 1 ‘business at 

He stated that prior to JL£<tebMteV 10 . 

ne was app roacnea by a person known only to him as 

I (Phonetic ) 3 1 ^ 

~| He described 1 I BS" being about; 5 feet; 

o mcneSj 1 iqu pou nds 60 y ears of age and blond hair with a 
bald spot on top. I stated thatl 


jach* Florida, 
scember 16 . 1 Q( 


He stated he does not know where| | lives. | | state a 

he knows nothing about mechanical or electrical devices and 
Has nev er been involved in eonstrueting any of these devises. 

I said he do es not gamble and has never been to the 
track. He stated I 1 


following description oi 
and interview: 


was obtained tnrougn observation 


1/24/66 

On 

SASl 

and 

by — !== 


. New York* New York 



NY 165-1344 


.File # 


-Date dictated 


1/24/66 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 







NY 165-1344 


Name 

Address 

Occupation 
Business Address 

Date of Birth 

Place of Birth 

Phone Number 

Height 

Weight 

Hair 

Eyes 


■L 


stated 
mat I on Q&ntLumvuik HANNA. 
names| 
know 


he could furnish no further infor- 
He advised he has never heard the 
or NATHAN MODELL and he does not 


these individuals. 




(Priority) 


- : 1 J 

ro: ' DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 

FROM: . SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 

SUBJECT: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, dka. .. 

ITAR; ITWI; FBW " ' 

00: Miami 

Departmental Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON has agreed 
to the Defense Counsel for subject HANNA to listen to the 
magnetic tape recordings made by Southern Bell. Telephone & 
Telephone Co . , in this case. - 

Counsel for HANNA is scheduled to listen to these 
tape recordings at the Miami FBI Office, 9:00 A. M., , 
2118166 . . ' / 

Above for inf or Bureau and NY. 




Bureau- - 
1 - New York 
1 - Miami 
WFH:ed , 

( 5 ) 


(165-1344) 


% 



<10a : 


Q F EB 16 1968 
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FD-36 (Rev. <5-22-64) 


Date: 


2/16/66 


Transmit the following in 


AIRTEL 


(Type in plaintext or code)' 


(Priority) 



TO: DIRECTOR; FRI (165-1990) 3 

FROM: SAC, MIAMI Cl65-592)(P) • ; 

RE: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA , aka ; 

NATHAN MODELL, aka 

ITAR; ITWI; FBW « 

00: 1 Miami- . , . 

Federal Grand Jury, Miami, SD' Fla., returned a five 
count true bill indictment on 2/16/66 against subjects. Three 
counts charge HANNA with violation Title 18, Sections 1343, 

1084 and 1952. Two counts charge MODELL with violation Section! 
1084 and Section 1952. This indictment supersedes prior indict- 
ment of HANNA. Departmental Attorneys advise subjects will be 
tried together SD Fla. , £ 

New York requested to expedite the. investigation 
relating to the evidence- seized in' the arrest of MODELL and 
search of his apartment in order that this investigation will 
be completed prior to.. trial. ^ — 1 

Bureau/^ -.V-,' ' ' / 

1 - Miami _ • \ / 

WFH-amc rEG- P4 .j. ^ / 

( 6 ) ; /. ' / 


10 FEB 18 J 1966 . 




^ Laboratory Transmittal Form 
* 7-72 / 


I 


LABORATORY 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 




FBI, Miami (165-592) 


March 14, 1966 


Re! KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka;- 
■ • NATHAN MODELL, aka 
I TAR; ITWI; FBW 
• ( 00 : Miami ) 


Examination requested by: 


Reference: * * * 


Examination requested: 


, Miami 

Airtel .2/24/66 


FBI File No. 


John Edgar Hoover, Director 

V 

1^-1990 3“^ 

D-500604 ET / 


000111116111 : 


-ENCLOSURES (10) ( 8 . photographs , 2* Lab report) 


> Tolson - 

DeLoach,— 

Mohr — ; 

Caspef J 

Callahan 
donracl' 

Feft : _ 

Gale : 

Rosen 

, Sul)Wan 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 




.MAILEP'I' ;• 


D ^^T-G 1 l.-r- .PQMM- FBr j 


v ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE 

MAIL ROOM Q3 TELETYPE UNIT I, L 7 I 


tr fcr' 


M REPORT • Jk 

P of the 4T 

i - 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

to: FBI, Miami , Date: March 14, 1966 

FBI File No. 165-1990 

Re: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; Lab. no. D-500604 ET 

NATHAN MODELL, aka 
ITAR; ITWI; FBW 



be 

b7C 


be 

b7C 


Specimens received- 2/28/66 

Q1 Urn containing burned paper 


Result. of examination: 

The charred paper of specimen Q1 was appropriately 
treated and photographed in the Laboratory. This paper has 
been mounted between pieces of glass and will be returned to 
you in this form separately. Photographs of the charred paper 
are sent to you herewith. 

The paper was found to have a few miscellaneous 
pencil markings on it. Most of these consist of figures as 
follows : . 


C 

No. 87451 
668. 4 1 


Tolson 

Belmont — 

Mohr 

DeLoach 

Casper 

Callahan — 

Conrad 

Felt 

Gale 

Rosen 

Sullivan __ 

Tavel 

Trotter 

Tele. Room 

Holmes 

Gandy 1. 


46 

(The above were all on what was . originally one piece of paper.) 

301 

66 _ 

(The above were on one small piece of charred paper.) 

Page 1 I// (continued on next page) 

FEW da (4) 


MAIL ROOM □ TELETYPE UNIT tZH 




45 






(The above was on one small piece -of charred paper.) 

. . 'No other markings or printing was determined to be 

present on, the submitted charred paper* ' >. 

. The -urn, Q1 , will be returned toydu along with the- 
.charred paper. Appropriate photographs of the charred paper 
'have been retained* . .. . . • ' 



Page 2 
D-500604 ET 


7-2 


/ 


Recorded 
2-28-66 emj 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

NO LAB PILE 

Laboratory Work Sheet 


Re: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
, NATHAN MODELL, aka 
ITAR; ITWI; FBW 

00: Miami 


File # 165-1990 ~3 ¥ 
Lab. # D-500604 ET 9 


Examination requested by: » HBI, Miami (165-592) Air tel 2-24-66 

. Evidence 

Examination requested: Document * Date received: 2—28—66 


■ Examination requested: Document 

Result of Examination: 

( rxtrfM. 




Examination by: 





Specimens submitted for examination 

Q1 Urn containing as&eo-of burned paper 

1 d 

' 


$ol 


9 4 




' c 


FD-36 {ReV. 5-22-64) 


Transmit the following in 


Date: 2/24/66 


(Type in plaintext or code ) 


(Priority) 


* j L Wv 


FROM: 


Director, FBI (165-1990) 
Attention: FBI Laboratory 

SAC, Miami (165-592) (P) 

o 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 
ITAR; I TV/ 1 ; FBW 

00; Miami 



500604 


2/24/66. 


Re Miami letter, 1/31/66, and Bureau letter. 


in-service training on 


i s scheduled to report for 
}A| | will hand carry 


the box containing the ashes described in referenced letters. 

For the information of the Laboratory, these ashes 
have been submitted to an atmosphere of high humidity prior 
to their transportation to the Laboratory. 

The Laboratory is requested to make an appropriate 
.-examination of these ashes in an effort to recover any 
messages, intelligence data, etc. that may have been written 
on the. paper prior to the burning. 

For the information of the Laboratory, the subject j 
is a known bookmaker who gambles on horses and sporting 
events and it is likely that any writing on the paper would {*<4! 
be related to these activities. v 

3 

The Bureau is requested to handle the above material 
as evidence inasmuch as it may possibly be used in the subse- 
<l uent trial of the subjects... „„ //T SO Q ! 


w \T4JS Bureau (RM) (1 - Package) 

s Sri.ES " 1 

A p pr<w«^^ XT/iM/ Sent — 

Special Agent in 


Special Agent in Cl 


subJec %c m/6 

- Package) ■ — - 


5 s FES 26 1966 






Recorded federal bureau of investigation 

2-23-66 emj UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSIttOBAB FILE 


Laboratory Work Sheet 

MHE5H HSEBEBT HAW, aka; 

He; NATHA1T MODELL, aka 
If AS 5 mai FBW 


165-1930 
File # 0-500604 HP 

Lab. # 


00 1 Miami 


be 

b7C 


FBI,' Miami <135-592) Alrtel 2-24-66 

Examination requested by: 


Evidence 















7-2 


% 




FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
recorded 3/10/66JNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

T JWaJ, 


Laboratory Work Sheet 


Re: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 

NATHAN MODE LL, aka 
ITAR; ITWI; FBW 


File * 165-1990 

Lab - * E-362 HQ 


Electronics 


Examination requested by: FBI, Miami (165-592) airtel 3/8/66 g 

Examination requested: , . Date, received: o/in/ee b7C 

Electronics . 3/10/66 

„ /CfA 

Result of Examination: Examination by: 

Cs ? l tr s > fd 2-/ p /kri-Afvfointo /h-id? (Pkf- B a 9<£$ ) Am. u ^ 

Pr i-i t tiQiPO 6Ack.-''ip 6.f f>y (tUty otf P ?, ri\tUr~r 

£rs~ a? srf- 

iS/ll* H& /iectr.t>r>> 

)fr 7 C*pyfi+ . ■>/f-~hey*i" 

lc ( py ' Cityfr' 2 ' \ Ci?y$ . e&f/3 

Jstoty'te , frv? frtyM '^#6 $ iVf^-Coey # . • 

Specimens submitted for examination 

: _ ;•. 

• Q2 One reel recording tape 1200 feet in lengthy jne^Tt }0~ 


— C.U I X W- ■ 

■ ( C( py 0-Z- 


e&f/3 


:imens submitted for examination 




* <r 


Q3 One reel recording tape f raei^rt f=7-s > p " 

Q4 One reel recording tape 3-3/4 ips fcalfk: half track < tFtev /3jf '%& 
Q5 One reel k recording tape^ f9r‘'Jf0\ 




j& ctft* 0 3Y$i p z & ^ 

{fr/byft CoPiz'b 7 /Ci 
mt-s $Y seeitr '*>***& *« 
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Transmit the following in 


AIRTEL 


Date: 3/8/66 


(Type in plaintext or code ) 


(Priority) 



ROM: 


JBL y 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 

>•, Attention: FBI Laboratory 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 


KENNETH HERBERT^HANNA , aka; 

NATHAN MODELL, aka 

ITAR; MI ; FBW ' ; 


Electronics Section 


On 3/7/66^ counsel for subject HANNA appeared in 
U. S. District Court, , Miami, with motions concerning magnetic •- 
tapes in tbis case. Departmental Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON ‘ ' 
represented the Government before Judge- MERTEN * s U.., S. Dis- /* 
trict Court. “ = . . ■ 

^ . _ v ; < , . ^ , * - - ; r / • , 1 ; 

It was agreed that the Government would furnish ■■ ( 
magnetic tape copies .;( dubbings) of the" four tapes which ? are 
evidence in this case.' ■/-: .• ,y 

•Departmental Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON requested 
that the FBI Laboratory prepare these magnetic tape copies 
and, if possible, certify that these copies are exact Applicates 
of the original tapes, . Mr. JOHNSON stated that if the~above 
certification is not possible, he desired that someone^from 
the Laboratory be in a position to testify to the duplTcation 1 . 

Mr. JOHNSON requested that at the time these tapes 
are duplicated for the defense a second duplication be made" 
at the same time in order that this duplication wi^lybe avail- 
able ifc.gr the Government . // jC 


m tm 


^ 


4l]- Bureau (RM) (1 - Package) (RM) 
X - New York (165-1344) (RM) (Info) 
>1 - Miami 3 

WFH:amc n , 0^ s\ 

( 6 ) . JAr/Vlib 




k y M&S n)> 

v °Vn 1 


<* ' * 



19 


165-592 


b3 FRCP Rule 6(e) 


" There is being forwarded,, by separate package, four 

5 reels of m agnetic tapes which are evidence an.d tyh-inVr 
obtained from' 


Miami, by .the 1 r euei ai m-auu jury in Philadelphia. — These tapes 
them^ S follows and are so designated on the box containing 

x , Reel -lA.'whiclj. is 1200 ft. in length' and was / 

made at 1*5/16 ips half, (track.. Only one Side of this tape s 

was recorded ‘on. ; . * - • 

; Oil 2. Reel 2A also made’ at 15/16 ips half tracjs v/ith V 
only one side recorded on. . ' , 


4,' Reel 4A, 3— 3/4 ips half track, one side re— 


?• . 3A ? - 3-3/4 ips half track. Sides one and 

two recorded, on, ; . 

/• . 

corded on. 


' “ ?t was agreed between the defense counsel and the' 

Government that, t the copies* of the' above tapes would bei made 
v on 7" reels,’ 3--3/4 ips single track. \ c - ‘ 

> . The aboye described four reels should be handled' 

as evidence, and, returned to Miami along with the dubbed copies, 

It is requested that the Laboratory expedite the '■ 
above matter in order (that ,. the copies can be made available 
•to the defense counsel at the earliest (date in order to fore- 
stall subsequent motions,.ih this regard. - . ’ 


- , - 2 -- 


4 ' - 


0-4a (Rev. 1 1-19-64) A 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF MSTMTION 
WASHINGTON. D. C. 20535 ' 


da® 5 3.16.66 ' 

®. SAC, 


mm MODEL, aka 

ITAHjITKjFBI 


, aka 


1ST 


wsn 


.Invoice of Contents 



Q2, Q3, 04, OS* 


Slectronics 11 


(QUO 

□ LFPS 


Special Instructions: 

' Mail Room: Show shipment ‘date and registry number. 

Shipping Room: Show shipment date; bill of lading number; 
initial invoice; retfa it|Section checked in block; after 
initialing in blodfeit lwce to be placed in administrative file. 

; ntfm Hmstared Mail, 


'FBI File No. 165-1990 

3*15-66 




e 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA* aka; 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 

ITAR; ITWI; FBW 

^ f ' ' ' ' . 


Examination requested by: 


Miami . 



t. 


.Reference: * ^ , ' , J * 

/ Airtel 3/8/66 . ' 

Examination requested: ' , . ' ' - 

*> If Electronics 

^ , Remarks: ,.. i ; - 

. i-' Copies of the Q2 through Q5 recordings are identified on the reel 

boxes bf pennotations and on the seven-inch reels by scribe notations 
with th|/spe^ic identification data listed in the report. A complete set 
. of-tap^jopies of Q2 through Q5 consists of eight seven-inch reels and each 
eight Sreel'Sefis tied together for ease of identification. 

With regard to reairtel request that the tape copies be certified as 
exact duplicates of the original tapes, it is noted that the attached report 
states that the copies are direct and exact copies, duplicating the recorded 
material on the original recordings. Should any further certification be 
required, request you advise as to the specific certification form and 
authentication desired. . A - ^ w .. 




Q2 One reel recording tape 1200 feet in length, identified as ’’lA" 


Q3 One reel recording tape, identified as "2A” 

# • " _ 

1 Q4 One reel recording tape 3-3/4 ips half-track, identified as "3A" 
QS . One reel recording tape, identified as ”4A” 

Result of Examination: 


Q2 through Q5 were copied directly from a magnetic tape playback 
to two magnetic tape recorders so that two exact copies were made 
simultaneously. Q2, identified as "LA” was recorded at 15/16 inches per 
second (ips) and it was necessary to utilize two seven-inch reels and a 
part of a third seven-inch reel for each copy to provide fpr playback at 
3-3/4 ips. The copies of Q2 are identified as 1A Copy A-l, 1A Copy A- 2, and 
„1A Copy A-3, and lA Copy B-l, 1A Copy B-2 and 1A Copy B-3, To assure 
complete and identifiable overlap in the copies* approximately twenty-five 
.reel turns of the recorded material are duplicated at the end of each copy 
reel and the beginning of the next., 


Q3, identified as ”2A, " was recorded at 15/16 ips, also, “but contained 
abbiit ten minutes less recorded material than 1A and required only two 
seven-inch reels for the copy, 'Hie copies of Q3 are identified as 2A Copy 
A-l and 2A Copy A-2, and 2A,Copy B-l and 2A Copy B-2. Again* approximately 
twenty-five reel turns of the recorded material are. duplicated at the end of 
each copy reel and the beginning of the next. 


(continued on next page) 


GWF:gc (6) 


MAIL ROOM I 1 TELETYPE UNIT l 



Q4, Identified as "3A, " was recorded at 3-3/4 ips oft both 
inns* and outer tracks which were identified as "Side 1" and “Side 2. ” 

Copies of each track were made on seven-inch reels and copies are identified 
as 3A side 1 Copy A, 3A Side l Copy B, 3A Side 2 Copy A, and 3A Side 2 
Copy 8, 

identified as "4A, "was recorded at 3-3/4 ips. Copies 
of 4A are identified as 4A Copy A and 4A Copy 

All copies were recorded on seven-inch reels for playback at- 
3-3/ 4 ips and are direct and exact copies of the original recorded 
material so that the recorded material on the copies duplicates the 
recorded material contained on the original recordings* 

Q2 through Q5 and copies as indicated above are being forwarded 
to you under separate cover by rostered mail* 


Page 2 
E-362 HQ 
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0-4a (Rev. ll-19-64> ^ j It / Mk \ 

FEDERAL BUSEAtfoF In\ f I") 
WASHINGTON, jD.4 20535 \ ' / 

m: 3/14/66 V 
m SAC, Miami 


^ KENNETH HERBERT HA 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 
ITAE; ITBI; FBW 



Special Instructions: 

Mail' Room: Show shipment date and registry number. 
Shipping Room: Show shipment date; bill of lading number; 
initiaHiMkie; return to Section checked in block; after 
initialiiAifljlM^iweto be placed in administrative fil 


EBI File No. 165.1990 


3/14/66 




OPTIONAL. FORM NO. 10 
^ MAY EDITION 
GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 , 


UNITED -STATES GaKERNMENT 



Director,' FBI- (165-1990) 


. SAC, Miami . .C165-592), 


, - date: .3/17/66 ' 
ATTENTION: '< IDENTIFICATION DlV IS ION, 
-/ LATENT. FINGERPRINT. SECTION 

• (p> v - 1 


KENNETH HERBERTT HANNA , Aka. ; . ‘ . /■ - r • 

NATHAN MODELL,: Aka. ; • .' /• , . ■ / : ) , - . . ■ •- . , 

I TAR.; ITW-I; FBW. ~ ‘ : . - ' . • • 

(MM: 0.6): ■ ■' • .• - "v ' "/ • 4/ v,. //" 

- • , , Remyiet '/ ' 1/28^66 5 ,/.ia»d -puie^ - 2/10/8'$-.,-/ 4 . ‘ r : V 

/ ,/ . • ./The . I de nt if 1 cation Divisioh is requested . to . > >,/■ v 

refer to theirLatentCase Number 64617 , in which/ eight 
latent fingerprints, were developed, on, Airline : .t;ickeis ob- . 
/•/tained’ .from Subject HANNA' , at. .the time Of his arrest and. . . . ' . 
-v the search of his - apartment . , ' f 

. The identification Division is requested to /com- >4 • 

I - bare- these 1 a tent, '-f i.ngeypr f th the fingerprints of * ' , 

U3PBI- Number] /i: : - 4 • 4 fft . 


f - Bureau.*., .. . 

— Miami ’ ' - 7 - 


WFH : GK 
;(4>4 ' 


' 

‘ r + * • 




:» A /' 

-Iter V - f - „ ’ ' ■yV; ' 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


REPORTING OFFICE 


NEWARK 

TITLE OF CASE 


OFFICE OF ORIGIN 


MIAMI 


KENNETH HSIBERI^IANNA, aka 


INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 


5/24/66 


1/4/66 - 3/10/66 


REPORT MADE BY 


CHARACTER OF CASE 


TYPED BY 



XTAR;' ITWI; FBW 


REFERENCES: Miami radiog: 

Report of SA 
at Miami. 



dated 1/13/66. 


Administrative — ^ 

Newark elected to prepare a separate report in this 
matter rather than to submit inserts* because it is believed 
that this will facilitate the examination of the New Jersey 
participants and enable an assessment of their potential for 
prosecution. 

Information pertaining to the fingerprints located 
on evidence submitted to the Latent Fingerprint Section is 
being withheld from this report inasmuch as the prints have 

Case has not been pending over one year. 

Case ha& flat beeii bending prosecution over six months. 


APPROVED 


4 SPECIAL AGENT 
t Jn CHARGE 


DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 


COPIES MADE: 


(^Bureau (165-1990) 

1- USA, Newark 
3-Miami (165-592) 

(1-USA, Miami) 

2- Newark (165-663) 



MAR 25 1966 




Disseminotion Becorcf of Attached Report^ 

Agency 1 « g=f- Cr, HE Cr inJ 

Request Reed. Organized XJriine 




Date Fwd. 










b6 

b7C 





l 


■4 


& 


T m - v 


V 




NK 165-663 


not yet been identified. In this regard, it is requested that 
if the Departmental Att orney in Miami authorises the arrest 
of that it be effected by Bureau Agents 

so that major case prints can be obtained for comparison with 
latents found. 

As can be seen in this report, the toll call records 
are set out in two sections*' The reason for this is that certain 
of the numbers recorded as having been called from HANNA* s 
residence are of obvious significance. It is suggested, however, 
that some of the numbers obtained from a translation of the 
multi-frequency tones were either misinterpreted or called 
in error by KAMA. In this regard it might be of some 
assistance to know the number ox calls to a particular 
telephone number. Repeated traffic would tend to indicate 
that KAMA had not reached a New Jersey subscriber by mistake. 


LEADS 


MIAMI 


At Miami, Florida: 1. Will advise concerning ,an; 


ju* is iajLMmo. ^ • i. — — — — 

possible prosecutive action regarding 


2, Will suggest any interviews of New Jersey 
recipients where it is believed that they might be of value 
in securing evidence which might lead to prosecution. 


NEWARK 


b6 

b7C 


At Newark, New Jersey: 1 Will, on a selective basis, 
secure subscriber information regarding some of the numbers 
called by New Jersey recipients, in an attempt to identify all 
parties involved. 

2. Will await further prosecutive developments in Miami. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Copy to: 


Report of: 
Date: 


Field Office File 


l-UEA, Newark (ATTENTION: 
RICHARDS) 

1-XJSA, Miami (ATTENTION: 
iJOLNSON) 


March 24, 1966 
165-663 


be 

b7C 


DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY PETER R. 

DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEY WALLACE 
Offices Newark, New Jersey 

Bureau File #: 165-1990 


Title: 


KENH3TH HERBERT HANITA 


b6 

■b7C 


Character: 


TRAN GP0R7AT ION 


INTERSTATE 
INTERSTATE TRAN SMI SC I 
FRAUD BY WIRE 


IN AID OF RACKETEERING; 
OF WAGERING INFORMATION; 


Synopsis: 


Based on evidence presented before a Federal Grand 


Jury and thereafter disclosed by court order, subscribers 
in New Jersey whose telephone numbers were, called from 
Miami, Fla., with the use of a toll defeating device, 
identified. Search warran t obtained for premises at| 


on basis they were being used 


in violation of Title 10, USC, Gee t ions 2, 371 and 1004. 


Warrant executed 1/S/6S, and interviews connected therewith 
conducted. Telephone toll records of New Jersey subscribers 
set out. 


O _ 


DETAILS 


b3 FRCP Rule 6(e) 


Following the issuance of a subpoena on December 22, 
1965, by the United States District. Court — Eastern District 
of Penns ylvania, certain records o 
| were brought before 
in Philadelphia. 


the Federal liranci jury a or caax 
Pannnvlvania. The records concerned 



On January 6, 1S63, United States District Court 
Judge A. LEON 13 IGG INB0TI-1AM , JR. ordered that the telephone 
records may be disclosed pursuant to Rule 6 (e) of the 
Rules of Federal Criminal Procedure for the purpose of preparing 
and executing arrest and search warrants. 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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the telephone records were notes 


\ Miami, Florida. i*mong 

these notes was a list of telephone numbers which had been 
made with the use of a toil defeating device from Miami 
telephone number 945-9723 during the period November 24, 1965 
through December 21, 1965. 

The following telephone number^ as indicated by 
the area code 201, are located within the State of New Jersey 
and appeared oa the above mentioned list: 


b3 FRCP Rule 
b6 


FD-302 (Rev. 4-15-64) 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


January 19, 1966 



1/7/66 


Newark, New Jersey 


Newark 165-663 


.File # 


/jCj b', 


-Date dictated 


1/13/66 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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the i'Tew Jersey traffic, 
January 5, 1S66, to SAs 
| in Miami, Florida 


was furnished bv 1 

> JL VI AUWJU V vv 


and 



on 


b6 

b7C 


Reviewed magnetic tape records made in 
connection with dis investigation of the use of a toll defeating 


device on Miami telephone number 945-9733. be identified 
certain calls as having been made to certain Hew Jersey 
numbers, ■which he was able to determine by a translation of 
the multi-frequency tones produced by the toll defeating 
device . 



un : 
SAs 

apoux v>ec 

|and 


Dexv;een iuias ; 

in Miamx 

and 



The conversation concerned gambling matters. 


listened to a taped conversation 
at the Hew Jersey number. 


On about Decembe 


r 3, 1965, a call was made to 


mi and 


1 an d was determine^. to be a conversation between 


b 

b 


SEN and 


On about December IS, 1965, a call "was made to b 

1 ar. fi was determined to be a conversation between b 



land 

iUSto Sfii 



was determined to be a conversation between 


On about December 17, 1965, a call was made to 
land was determined to be a call between X33M and 


rne conversation concerned gambling matters. 


also advised that on 


about November 24, 


however, because of 


1965, there was a call from X33N to| 

the poor quality of the multi-frequency cones, he was 
unable to translate them into -digits to determine the number 
calls u. This conversation also concerned gambling matters* 


FD-302 JRev. 4 ; 15-64) , 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


11 ; 1966 



owed tho following inforaiatio 





t he issttahd 


iipK c^n 


r 7 ^b 6 77 

b7C 


idnld he 


t Service lfilectric and 

ae#*.7: 7- : 


>b 6 

;b 7 c” ■' 
-b7D 




_File^_ 


ids- •* 


. D a te t d i eta t*e d._i_ 
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it and its contents a rejiol to be distributed -outside *ybOr agency. 1 r < . / 1 ^ j V< . u . ’ V - ^ /-'S. i.:*”' ” v 1 t * 1 7' f 








NK IS 5-363 


On January 7, 1933, SAl 


affidavit c 
premises at 
location of teiepnones 


l 


obtain a search warrant tor 


executed the necessary 
he second-floor 
1 Hew J ersey, the t 

In particular t 


the affidavit described the telephone calls made to these 
numbers on about December 2 and 17, 1965, as having gambling 
content. 


On January 7, 1963, United States Commissioner 
THOMAS YIZliL CLOHOSEY issued a search warrant for the above- 
mentioned premises on the grounds that they were being used 
in violation of Title 10, United States Code, Sections 2, 371 
and 1004. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date January 13 , 3.966 


licenser 


At 11; 05 a.m,, a 1965 black Buick, w ith New Je rsey 
1 nar ked across the street from 


,New Jersey, was obser ved 

occupant, the driver, later identified as 


The lone 


b6 

b7C 


■ * 7 v** *VVA 

Observed — leavinp* ih Q| automobile and entering 

New Jersey.-' 


At. n - or 
and 


oi tflfi Inal I box for 


door at 


At 11:09 
anart ment.r 

that 


l^was 


a.m. . it was ohsprvpf? -H 

iat the names 

|-.h«a ncmex ‘ r>1 ota 

1 1 were On 1 

apartment 




answered the 


b6 

b7C 


was his ancle 


askea ay a'A 

nimself and he d isplayed N ew Jersey driver 


1 


issued to 


f 


and_syas not at home, 
to identify 
s mimhftr 


be 

b7C 


lew jersey. 


. i , invited thd agents into the apartment 

to sit at .tne Kitcnen table, which was in front of the door. 

P » a s again displayed the credentials of the 

special Agents and he carefully observed them and he 
stated that he was completely satisfied that the agents 
were employed by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, as 
he was at the door. , 


b6 

b7C 




he said may ue used 


was told by SA 
against him in 


that anything 

a court of law, that 


*; - — c=i — - *** «* « vx JU«tW 4 

he had a right to consult an attorney or anyone else he b 7 c 

desired before saying anything at all* No threa ts . promise s . 
or offers of reward were made in order to inducel ^ 

to make- any statements to the agents* ^ — ; 


, | stated that 

had rented xn is apartment for the naar rwrt 
he was visiting 


t 

Itti r\ Y*f > 
Itrd c 


b6 

b7C 


On 


by 


1 / 8/66 


.at 


SAS. 




Union City, New Jersey^ ! o 


Newark 165-663 


1701)1 TTri^ sCH .and 

/jcj 


b6 

b7C 


-Date dictated 




This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency* it and its contents aie not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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out when he arrived this morning and he let himself into 
fhe apartment with hig own key. He denied knowing where 

could be located at that moment 
aw ne stai eo xnev wou j-fl return to the anart ment by 1:30 p,m« 
this date, described as follows: 


Sex 

Race 

Age 

Height 

Weight 

Hair 

Features 
Marital Status 
Wife 

Employment 

Automobile 


Male 

White 

48-50 years old 
5 feet 10 inches 
Average for his height - 
160 . pounds 
Black , straight 
Normal 



I . 1 is i|nemployed, has two telei 

with numbers. on a white xeiepnone and I 

on a black texepnone • He voluntarily, displayed these 
telephones to the agents. It was noted that gambling 
paraphernalia, was on the desk-table, on which the phones 
were located. The white phone rang constantly during the 
one and a half hours the agents were in the apartment and 
each time | I answered the phone and insisted to 

the caller tnat | was out and would not. be in 

until 1:30 p*m,. or z p.*m. 


| roe horserace bets were made on races to be 

run that day on , racetracks located in Tropical Park, Florida, 
Charlestown, West Virginia, and other places. 

1 I gr ated he did not know where 

I called him from and that, ho nevar 
mace anv interstate calls in connection with] 


F 
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present b ecause hft IrnAw -Eh a -hi ~ ^ 

' He did not know whetuex' or not I 

rnaae or received any interstate calls. He denied knowing 
anyone named HANNA and denied having ever worked as a 
sitter at a Henry Street address in Jersey City, New 
Jersey, or anywhere else, 

] that | _ 

was not laenxicai to and that tne name 

that appeared at the 1 tup ui tne page on many^iLjth* 

sheets of g ambling d ata was no-fr identical to t 

| He knows | la s gambler wEo fc 

xrequenxiy comes to inis address 1 I 


concerning hirase] 


| furnished the following information 


Name 

Sex 

Race 

Date of Birth 

Height 

Weight 

Build 

Hair 

Eyes 

Scars and Marks 
Marital Status 
Wife 

Residence 

Employment 


Previous Arrests 



White 


Jersey City, New Jersey 

5 feet 9 inches 

160 pounds 

Slender 

Black 

Brown 

None 

Married 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


January 19, 1966 


An individual who 

l entered Apartmentf 
New Jersey, at approx imately 
the credentials of SAa 
He was told that the Agenrs- 

for him anrf were nraaont -In 
Of 

he 'saiu uuuia us used 


urn xl 


mZ He was displayed 

and ROBERT J. VON TERSCH. 
rave a warrant of arrest 
went at the invitation 
was told that anything 
a court of law and 


that he could call his att^ney or anyone else he desired* 
No threats or promises were 1 made to him. 


J I stated that he was not also 

kn own as I ■ | and that he w as not related 

l^ e knew this address] 

l and that was the reason became 
“ exe » ae denied oexng employed here. He admitted that he 
knew KENNETH HANNA, now in Miami, Florida. He saw »KEN M 
HANNA a few months ago when be was in the New York area. 

He has never talked to HANNA over a long distance telephone 
cont act for t he purpose of gambling. He denied that the 
name | | that appeared on the sheets of paper in the 

apartment, which contained gambling information, pertained 
to him. 


| stated that he had nothing on his person 

to prove wno ne was. He, claimed the only thing he had in 

his pockets, was money. 

The following description was obtained by 
observation and interview: ' 

Name 

Alias kg 

Hace White b7c 

Sex Male 

Date of Birth 


Height 


I flew jersey 
feet 9 Inches 


1/8/66 


Union City, New Jersey 


-File # 


Newark 165-663 


ROBERT J. VO? 


tSCH and 

/jcj 


-Date dictated 


1/13/66 
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A' 


Weight 

Build 

Scars and Marks 
Marital Status 
Wife 
Children 
Employment 


160 pounds 
Thin appearance 
Prominent nose 

Ma TT»-i orf 

None 

I 


I New jersey. 
His employe r la named 

|and he has been 
so employee! for 3 or 4 
years • 


.bo 

b7C 



$8 


N& -1G5-G33 


In view of the fact th at apanf.g hhnarvad gambl ir 
paraph ei-nalia on the premises at 

| the local police authorities were aciyisecu 

On Januax-y 10, 19QG, Captain E , 

Detective Bureau, Union City Police Department, furnished 
the following information: 


| \ were 

arrested on January 8, 1363, charged with boolanaking and 
released in $1,000 hail. Oieseci at the time of the arrest 
was considerable evidence of numbers, sports and horse race 
wagering. 


12 


tr tf 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


__ ma , 0 At about 12:20 p.m., January S, I960, an attempt 
was made to interview the occunant q± ±h& third floor 
apartment at|— | N ew Jersey! 

_ . I landlord Qj the building, had 
advxsed edrxxer tnat a man named [had rented the 

apartment about the first of December, 1965. 

Upon knocking at the door, at about 12:20 o.m., 
someone xnside the apartment answered "yes'’, but .'said 
nothxng xurther. It ‘was also noted that there wife the 
smell of smoke in the hallway. 

about 12:30 p.m. , a man opened the apartment 
w-iSwi ? e a ?? n * s ldentif ied themselves and stated they 
the h Joo^° thiS individual » who stepped back into 

ist° d a<ypntR filtered ■ Th* -i d entified 

ll e Z ^egsey, and exhibited a Hew Jersey operator ’ s 

ii ™ e - lj ® a ^ 11 ? that name and address. He also stated thal 
he was a m usxcxan and exhibited a card thfltl 

l— ^ho was also known as | | wa s a meF 


anartmenrh It w I aS note , d ^ hat the smell of smoke was heavy in the 
stKeS?^* ? aSked if the apartment was on fire. He 

it afLe and L ? h ^ PPed 5j S cigar on a newspaper and set 
He was as^ed 5? $£ d the burn ing paper in the bathtub, 

yes it i! couid be checked and he nodded 

sink Itri l •?' i i t ? at there were ashes in the bathtub, 
sxn~, and toxlet bowl xn the bathroom. 

questions a ® k ® d , Wh ° I , l was and to this and other 

questxons, as to what he was doing in the anartmAn-f 

d?rnof»f»S e r Uy that he dld intena to £e“ude but 
uxa not wxsh to say anything. b7c 


On 

1/8/66 

by _ 

SASp 1 


JR., and 


-Date dictated 
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January 18 , 1966 


number 
apartment, [ 
received bl 


Hewing telephone calls to telephone 
located in -hha k-if-rBon of the third floor be 

New Jersey, were b7c 
fciKTlE J. WRISTON, JR., between 12:39 p.ra. 


and 1:10 p.m. on January 8, 1966: 


Time 

12:39 p.m. 
12;38 p.m. 
12:40 p.m. 
12:40 p.m. 


12:40 p.m. 
12:45 p.m. 
12:47 p.m.’ 
12:50 p.m. 


12:51 p.m. 


1:10 p.m.- 


Narae of taller 


Unknown 

Party 

Unknown Maid 


Nature of Call 
Asked for "the line"* 
Asked for "the line" 


Asked for "the line" 


Asked for 
asked for 



, then 


Asked for "the line" 
Asked for "the line" 
Asked for "the line" 


Asked for 


Asked for 
said "Who 
hung up. 


then 
s", and 


Asked for "the line" 


had it 


’e present al 


le time be 


auwve teiepnone calls were being received. Before b7c 

receiving the first call* SA WB lSTON asked I I if he 

planned to answer the phone and I shook his head in a 

manner indicating he did not. ^ 


1/8/66 


Union City, New Jersey 


■JR., and 
/jej 


.File # 


Newark 165-633 



-Date dictated 


1/12/66 
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_ Based. fOix the occurances at 
1 the local authorities were advised xnac cne premises 

i ^ j: > - ^ -v* Hft /i n /vnm'k 1 /MAA'yi n w \~ ■i n 


be 

b7C 


may nave been used in connection with a gambling operation. 

furnished the 


. On January 10, 1966, Captain 
following' information: 


be 

b7C 


Upon the arrival of his o fficers at the third 


floor apartment at 
evidence had been destroyed, 
occupa nt , 


any possible physical 


Therefore, they ashed the 


to ann.nmpa.ny them to Poli ce Headquarters yoiun cariiy 


b6 

b7C 


xnere they wa re met bv A ttorney 


F 


who 


be charged or released, cardatening 


demanded that . 

the officers with false arrest, The off icers consulted 
with Hudson County Assistant Prosecutor SCI? 1C AFR 1 CANO who 
concluded there v/as insuffic ient evidence to charge 

assured | I availability through hinn 


Captain! 

ide ra tification, f 
Card I 



] advised that among other items of 
] also displayed Social Securit y 


1 in the n ame of 


New Jersey. 


b6 

b7C 


On January 10. 1966 


1 Jersey C ity, acivisea mUTC 

"5 -r ".7 T'Tnm'hfti'’ I I is 


I social security Number [ I is a 

member i n good standi ng . He is presently employed under 


the name I 

Jersey City S 


He ?;as born | 


as an [ 

H .join ed the local on April 19* 


b6 

b7C 


] and resides al| 

telephone number 


au ox Vju 

Statisti cs vjere checked on Ja nuary 10, 1965, by SA 

■ ■ • T- - .T 


i ! 


Recorded under riumberf 


rlums 

oa L 


1 was the birth oi 


Records of the Hudson County Bureau of 
checked 
under N 

| nevj 
1 born i 


given as 
His mother was 

| was tho second eft?. 1 cl . 


w Jersey. — His idthSi" S name Was 
in It aly , age 27, occupation painter, 
1 born in Italy, age 22, 


b6 

b7C 


a&q been asid e 
14742. 


t 

1 There v/as also a notation that a correction 
re on the certificate under Correction Number 


The birth v/as attended by 


Correction Number 14742 was ^ntered on July 13. 
1943 . and changed the date of birth cf 
f rom] I 

change" was a baptismal certificate. A 


m'Qtjj. support, in u.iy 

ittesixng was 






Jersey City, 
born inltal: 


moaner was ^ 
the third cnl. 


Her xatner*s name was given as 

r . age 29, occupation laborer- 

|born in Italy, age 24. | 
)irtn was attended by I 



ing investigation was conducted by 





Clerk, Local Board ^3 . Jei 
on January 1906, advised that 
registered with this Board for Selective 
9,Qi . 1 949 : ha gave his date of birth as 
Be was assigned Selective 


service iNumoer 


taatl 


he resided at| | dew 

person listed as always knowing his address wa 

same address. He was employed y/lth | 

Hew York City. 


[indicated that 

_| Hew Jersey. : 

ess was 


On the questionnaire completed by 01 

Anril 11, 1951, he listed his Social Security jLiumoer asT 
he graduated from high school (name no t disclosed 
ms occupation was musi cian and mail c lerk. | 
stated that he attended! College^ location 

not stated, which he stated was " veterans approved”. He 
listed no prior military service. 

It was further recorded that in 1947, 
was treated for a broken wrist at the Men i cal — t Vin ter . m 
City and for foot trouble in 1951 by of 

Hudson Boulevard, Jersey City. 


fcr' tf 
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w^ Jahuary 13 « 1966 


Wbs contact 


ILt the outset* mi*: his a*£t& 

at the publicity given; me xact property , 

sarched on Janu ary $/ I960. - Hesaid thhtble 'vf%£$ r ' 

|bas Jtoccaae *££' had* that $£> thereforehas '•. ’ 
raea an .a.tfQrueyi y^eL&ttorj^ ’ \ ;' 

indirect - ^»crii^ae^UNE|:' iko him. -- .» 


] f as; ireial nded \ot i*hyiii& been toldon 

January o, xyou, mat tip ptbbd. make- ’bp comaentsand hb , . 

acJmowAedgbdh^ ' tfes-. .IfeT WMd r -H&''^ei-0- he ■ 

has- nothing to ; 

his attorney’s Pishesi: ' ’ Ifhenasfced T £prYn^ "-' ; 

’ ' a; 

The intervietf was terminated 




) n .: i/IQ/66 nt iHohoken t jfew ^Ter^jes 

~l,and . 

.v . sis js. /.icj 


.File#. 
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On January 14, 1966, the following article appeared 
on Page 15, City-Oounty edition of the Newark Evening 
News, a daily newspaper published in Newark, New Jersey. 


'•Federal Judge Thomas F. Meaney yesterday held a 
Jersey City man in contempt for refusing to comply with his 
order to answer .certain Questions before the Federal Grand 
Ju 2 *y in its months-old investigation of interstate gambling. 


Nicholas P. De Gennaro of 7 Henry St., the reluctant 
witness, will be sentenced today. 

Attorney Peter Richards of the criminal division of 
the Department of Justice brought De Gennaro before Judge 
Meaney with a transcript of the questions the witness had 
refused, to answer on a motion to direct De Gennaro to 
answer or be held in contempt. 


After lengthy discussion, with Michael A. Querques 
of Grange, counsel for Lie Gennaro asking for a delay until 
Monday before the contempt Question was decided. Judge Meaney 
ordexod De Gennaro to return to the grand jury room and answer 
the questions. 

A he questions had to do with whether De Gennaro had 
any knowledge of the use of two phones in a second floor 
apartment at the Henry Street address. De Gennai’o is the 
landlord, lie lives on the first floor and rents the second 
floor. 


Offered Immunity 

Richards said De Gennaro had been offered immunity 
under the Federal Communications Act from any prosecution 
if he answered the questions. 

Richards returned before Judge Meaney and reported 
that De Gennaro again refused to answer the questions. The 
court then ordered De Gennaro held in contempt, but paroled 
Mm in the custody of Querques until this morning to decide 
whether a penalty for civil or criminal contempt should be 
imposed. 


The government attorney said he was proceeding under 
the civil contempt law. Judge Meaney gave Richaras overnight to 
produce a case supporting his choice of civil contempt. 


Querques asked for the delay because he said his 
client was subpoenaed at 7 Wednesday night, giving him no time 
to confer with de Gennaro or to study the law in the case. 

The attorney also .said he represents a man arrested in Jersey 
City Saturday in simultaneous raids made by the FBI here and 
xn several other states, including Florida. 

Pleads for Time 

Querques said he needed time to study the law 
and cases regarding the granting of immunity under the 
communications law in relation to interstate gambling 
charges, lie said he doubted whether the immunity would 
extend to other laws. 

Hie hards opposed a delay in getting answers from 
Be Gennaro. * It is urgent and pressing to have the answers 
today, 1 he said, ‘because, otherwise, approaches may be 
made to the witness to keep him quiet.* 

Two men were indicted by the grand jury last month 
on charges of perjury committed when they were interrogated 
regarding interstate gambling. 


The grand jury inquiry was opened some months ago 
during which time FBI agents have made scores of arrests in 
this and other states on interstate gambling charges,,” 

Cn January 15, 1S36, the following article appeared 
on Page 21, Wall Street edition of the Newark Evening News: 

’’FBI CRACKS BOOKIE. RING 

Jersey City Said One of 

Several in Phone Credit Operation 

The FBI said it broke up a large bookmaking operation 
today with coordinated raids in nine cities, getting in one 
spot by px-eteuding to be delivering a carton of Scotch whiskey. 

Although only two arrests were made~one in Miami and 
or»e in New York- the FBI said it seised evidence that would be 
presented to a grand jury. One of the raids was at 7 Henry 
St., Jersey City, N.J. 


FBI agents in Miami said they used a chauffeur-driven 
Cadillac to get into the swank island apartment of Gilbert Lee 
Beckley, who once operated in Newport, Ky. The chauffeur 
carried a cartonof whiskey and was flanked by two agents 
disguishea as the donors. 

Beckley looked through a peephole, saw the chauffeur 
and opened the door. lie was not arrested. 

’Blue Box* Seised 

Agents said they battered down the door of Kenneth 
Hanna’s apartment in Miami and seised an electronics device 
commonly known as a ’blue box*. 

’This sophisticated electronic instrument is 
attached to a telephone or telephone line and permits the 
holder to utilise the long-distance network without being 
billed for the call’, the FBI said. 

At least 500 calls were made with the use of the 
device, the FBI said, and none were recorded by the phone 
company . 


Hanna was arrested and charged with fraud by wire, 
interstate transmission of wagering information and interstate 
transportation in aid of racketeering. 

Nat Modell, 57, of New York was arrested at his 
home in New York 123 West 57th St., on basis of calls made 
by Hanna, the FBI said. 

0131) IT CARDS 


The FBI said, the pperation was keyed to the use of 
credit cards for telephone calls. The cards were taken 
out in the names of phoney companies, the FBI said. 

During a 10-month period in 1965, the FBI said, 

6,592 long-distance calls were charged to these cards. 

The FBI said ether rai.iS, • timeu to begin at 11 a.m. , 
were on the operations of Charles Lakis, Cleveland, Ohio;. 
Herbert Kaufman, Baltimore, Md. ; The Scpreboard, Huntington, 

W. 7a. ; Eugene Nolan, Baton Rouge;, La. ;./;£am Di Piassa, New 
Orleans, La., and Joe Assad, d&rksdale.,' Miss. 
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the following information: 


. ipfoO • ' . .'b 7 c 

rersey , furnished 


J the A. Pensa Moving and Storage 

w&r Mi<m • 


tamiiy cancera ax tae sameaaaress, a:ne rei 

^ibbir-ei ; this t^'-iggjMn^sge^ * 

apartments on the seconfi and third floprs. • 


fAVU) JGL \i ‘ 

eptopany owns 
ie ground • 



(ft,' so op, p©.ha*X;;prr'; 

dvertised it In the newsri 


y?as an 


- ABHiwdnai.- sfcft g •ats.-cdaa^: ^ I 

wlth j | »t this' Point hk a -OlifeglOMI; th© 

5 Apen Keaity -'^o^hbifatidhitf I t indiOate d tbity h ehari no ;; ” 

•'.■ /tortiitw^sbv' ^hirodib: . ther©altyoffice,| Agreed 4$ ’ 

■: ^rdtijib thfcee ‘©t’ iurniture, which he ' V- ' 

.. hab?'#^hhas©d ik©h;%tah%b'#>^^tat-3 

wbhiai fc©ga& 190S f .'hbw e^^^>:4t .-wiis' - 

h^biieoiiph* ; sdi^^f©d^y|^that'- : -bf ■ | 

~ T ifoafc w W& "hi. 

nem’Ay raid-Dec ember . : - 

:: $$*$£$? &$$$&■ fa^r. . * 

■. ^ ©font? #gdMbfcr' ^ - J$d& ' ;. •: • 

%] t'.>; . _' I iai fel [ t 


>■ \\ Xl \~x^ l&hUlf&lA ^^UU«*7 . A^Sjy» | I W<» * 

alara^d hjr xn© sjae^l -bf the - jaiigfcafaiM • • 

•jiakifriep :lhaiiiry f /. he ^tda£3&-4&gt. l | jjbfr--tfag ifargt>-tia©«. V" 

[explained, -; sabidfeC^Mst-^4 ,-asd- aaadv ^tbtitii V , -$&& -fife* I h ( 
to soM© he^apsi^. v: 'Shbr'-tl^v- SBOT 3 «rfi^» | | beeam© sgrarp' v b - 




on - ,. / — F - rle * c ffbwarfc - iss-fies , yu; 

■• •:.-«. attd- ' 1 ,'-: '-.■■■ v - 7 r-' : ••■ ■''’ ' -V’ 

b y , .. -."Date dictated—- 1 / 27/6 6 ; _;y. 
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Jrented 
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4 Mt§b " 
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-icia^ea^c ? '&^'- hli 

■ / Veen inopping the , floor and took . 

f tiM & l b rag m&t- 

v-|Biy^nW.p^^^^ [gas preseat .- \Z 


••- • actzvitifia. -wa&fxm tot ally ignorant? '$f-ci?ts& .$es%m&. ■ :• 

tv, V^llldti ] tog: ^0 :jt£ i -$M V‘ V^ ; 
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'"i '< - J . ''’ * : ' A' '^i'a 


Jerse 




.Date dictated^. 


This : ddcyrnerite contains ^ neither^ recommendations nbcrconclusions of the ‘F^ I.' It 5 is, the ^property,’ of the. FBI zon'd. Os' 'loaned to yotir agency 
it;and ijs-conjents are not'to be distributed outside, younagency, v ' - v. / «*■ ? ~' r ' *. «. v , 



On January 8, 12-66, KENNETH HERBERT HANNA was 
arrested at bis residence. Apartment 2, 2290 N.E. 170th 
Street, North Miami Beach, Florida, charged^with Fraud, 
by Wire, Interstate Transportation in Aid of Racketeering 
and Interstate Transmission of Wagering Information. His 
residence was searched pursuant to a search warrant and, 
among other things, the following items were seised: 

1. An electronic device which can be used 
to defeat the telephone toll billing mechanism by 
supplying multi-frequency tones. 

2. Two sheets of lined paper Showing Me phone 
numbers, nicknames, and code numbers, which could pertain 
to gambling accounts. A Xerox copy of these lists follows 


m 1Q5-SS3 


As can be seen, not all the numbers concern telephone 
numbers located in Hew Jersey* An attempt will be made here 
to direct attention to those which may refer to Hew Jersey 
numbers and/or persons. 

The third item on the left hand list appears to be 
as follows: 


72 / 

Records of Q 
were checked in connec 
it was determined that 



The above information can be made public only upon 
the issuanc 


ersey, or ms autnonzea representative 


m 


anotner investigation 




xnclxcated that 


^formation regarding 


Ho additional 


was available. 


tf tr 









NX 1G5-6G3 


be 

b7C 

b7D 



The above information may be made public only 
upon the is suance of a subpoena duces tecum, which should be 
directed to I | 

New jersey, or nis autnoriaea represen ta'Lxve. 

The Address Telephone Directory for the Jersey City 
District j corrected to July 23, 1965, shows the Use Millinery 
and Handbag Shop at 915 Bergen Avenue, Jersey City, 

Again referring to the evidence seised at the 
residence of KENNETH HERBERT HAMA, the number writ ten at the 
top of the right hand list appears to be 


be 

b7C 


35 
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It is noted that the current Ne w Jersey Bell 
iiirecjtory for Jersey Cl itv listsl | 

telephone number | whic a xs similar 

l as noted on list. 


On the fi rst st 
appears the numbers 
out. As ment ioned eisewr 
were those oil 


w the double line there 
, which are crossed 
nTs report these numbers 


located in pie. 
in the name 
this location. 


be same space there appears the numbers 
] Telepho nes bearing these numbers were 

yimgm* a.fcl ' | 

was ooservea at 


Records of | 

have been examined in eaca case wnere tne ixrst tnree digits 
indicate an exchange, which could be in New Jersey. In the 
absence of an area code, however , none of the remaining 
numbers can be identified with New Jersey residents except 
the following: 


report! Lis ix steel to| 

New Jersevj 

Telephone number*^!— 

located i n an apartment at 

As noted, 

arrested here on January u, 1 


there appears the numbers 
to ted elsewhere in this 

I is also Known as b( 


!, ana cnargea wits 


were 

>okmaking. 


On the line marked | | there appears the 

number | As i p noted elsewhere in this repor t 

I is listed to 

\ New Jersey, in the conversation Detween 

iusiN am| |which occurred on about December 3, 196$, 

was the zoiiowing: 

KEN: Now, this guy will call you and he* 11 

say, "this is 12, number 12 calling for 
KENNY" . 


[ • e • • * 

And in the same conversation: 


KEN: , . . . . .And if you talk with 
does he call you? 
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Date 2/4/66 


Records of th’e| 

Hew Jersey, disclosed tne loufiwmg ms or mat; ion: 



On 1/28/66 at Newark, Hew Jersey File # Newark 16 5-663 

be 

by ^1 , fc lw Date dictated 1/ 31/66 
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M. 165-663 


The above information can only be made public by 
the issuance of a subpoena duces tecum Tiv? « snhnopna ghrm~M 
tmJ [ 


be directed tnl 






NIC 1S5-6S3 


The number Cl 6-1300 in New York City appears 
on the record above. This number also appears on the list 
seized during the search ox the residence of KENNETH HERBERT HANNA. 
The number has been identified as that of the Salisbury Hotel, 
the residence of NATHAN MODELL, who was arrested by Bureau 
Agents on January 8, 1966, in connection with this case. 


43 




til K- 


— 1 uuuiori&eu repressnT&’Uxve, 


b6 

blC 

b7D 
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The 1 number 432-5S43 appears on the above record* 
as having been called 32 times during the period October 5, 
1965 and December 17, 1965, As noted above this number is 
listed to the Villa Capri Restaurant, 1064 West Side Avenue, 
Jersey City. 


The record also show s 11 calls between Dec ember 1, 


1965 and December 15, 1965, to 
mentioned above, t hese telephones were 
floor apartment at I 




ill 


As 

"the second 


bo 

b7C 
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Date 

1 .Records of r_ 

New Jersey , c 

iiscxosea i 

;ne roxiowxng information 


The above information can only be made public bv 
the issuance o f a subpoena due ■ - y 
be direc 


ramtHil 


■IfihS^^KsftffiSTSTST^ 


xzea representative 


Qn 1/ 31/66 ^ Newark, Hew Jersey 

Jc ^ : imli 


File # 165-663 
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This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your a&^ncy. r * 


9 W** 





Newark 165-663 


by.. *V| | , ^ /pan ; ■ ■- Dn> e dictated i; VW«»P ; 

This document con bias "neither^reWmmend^lioTvs r\or conclusions t of the FBJ. It is the ^property of 'the, FBI -ond" is loaned tg your agency; 
.iParid Ms contents are not to be distributed outside ‘you r' agency. V • * ' " • ” - f ^ * /* \ r ' - V 









On _ 

1/19/66 ot 

J 

[ewark, Hew Jersey 

IC 



/jes b6 

J .b7C 


File # 


Hewark 165-663 
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tf t r 











NJC ICC-C. 


; . Following is information pertaining to the 
subscribers to certain telephones, the numbers of which 
wore obtained as having been called from Florida, through the 
use of a toll-defeating device. 


In 1946, information was received from the New 
York Police Department who, in turn, had received it from 
a source described as reliable. If was reported that 
several individuals in Bergen Oounty had been using their 
telephones for the purpose of accepting bets on horse races 
and snor ting events. Among the list of such persons was 
the name I 

te le phone numoerl I 



indebted as a result of gambling and that ahvinnkB wara 

threatening her family. On August 6, 1964, 
made available an address-tele phone book belonging to her 
husband, , She said it contained the names and 

telephone numuei's of persons with whom her husband 
gambled and to wh om he had become inde bted. Listed in the 
book was the name | I Subse quent 

investigation c oncerning | complaint 

developed that | 

and was a marital matter. 


On December 7, 1965, Captain 
Lee, Y/e st Trenton. New Jersey, advise? 


New Jersey 


that 


was one of five individi 


were arrested in a gamming raid on January 20, 1964, at | | 

| Union City, Hew Jersey. All were charged wren fc 
bookmaking, included in the group was KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) #739132. Indicted on 
March 4, 1964, the charges against HANNA w ere dismissed on 
March 30, 1964. | 

VILLA CAPRI 

The Villa Capri Restaurant, 1064 < Y/est Side Avenue. 
Jersey City, was recently purchased b y one I 
Previously it was reportedly 6 ned by land 

I who' were r ported to be major gambling 1 figures 
in Hudson County, New Jersey. 


65 


be 

b7C 


Ihi lv«iy“Uy 


was interviewed by Bureau Agents in Miami, 
Florida, on September 28, 1965. Included in the information 
furnished by him at that time was the following: 

I I (name not 
revealed m I the VxliA CapFl iiestmwant. His 



1 had m et SENNETS HAMA about two years ago and 
at that time considered] 

| The plan did not materialize. 115 t 

Knew oi no gamoung activities on the part of HAHN A and h 

stated that he has no connection with IIANNA in any such 
activities. 

said that, according to officials of the 
Internal Revenue service , the Villa Capri is a hangout for 
known gamblers in the Jersey City area. He acknowledged 


New 

Jersey, was arrested at his home by Bureau Agents on 
November IS, 1965, charged with violation of the Interstate 
Transmission of Wagering Information Statute. He is free on 
$5,000 bail awaiting action of the Federal Grand Jury. 


In connection with another investigation, it was 
determined from records of the Garden State Credit Bureau. 

Clifton, New Jersey, thatl 

resides atl new jersey. 

Refiords of the Identification Division, FBI, 

Show that| |was arrested by the 

Jersey City Police Department on February 7, 1958, and 
charged with bookmaking. 


It was determined thauL 
nu merous telephon e calls to the|_ 
ofl I mentioned above < 


1964, there were 
residence from that 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Washington, D. C. 20537 . 



REPORT 




, of the 


IDENTIFICATION DIVISION 

LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION 


YOUR FILE. NO. 

FBI FILE NO. . 165-1990 

LATENT CASE NO. 64617 


TO: SAC* Hiani 


March 25. 1966 


he- MMA, AEAj 

AKA i - • ' 

- , ITAR; XTWXj wmi 


REFERENCE: Istt er 3 — 17—66 

EXAMINATION REQUESTED BY: ; ■ : mmsd ■ 
* SPECIMEN St • r 





"■ The latent iiagerpriats developed on th© 
airline tickets this ease, referred to in urlet, as "V /, 


well as the other latent fing erm** 

Ariniifrifiril with iiagerprints of I 

\ Jfc> palm prints here £or 
with latent palm prints* 


| MAR B 5 ' J 9 qq. 

J ... - ' , 

; - E ’’ i^kUi 


■f¥jh' JL 


REC -35 




-case,Jaot - 

—J FBI ' . .;V< 

IJor coaparisdns' 


mm 




■ /v; €o ; fyiAR ; 2.S 1966' 




.-John Edga/ Hobver, Director.,/ 


THIS REPO RT I S ;. FURNISHED FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY 

TELETYPE UNIT Li] 
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s#* 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION WORK SHEET 

Recorded: 3-21-66 12:30 p.m. Reference No: 165-592 , 

FBI File No: 165-1990 ~3 6 

Received: 3-21-66 KM Latent Case No: 64617 





[/- 




# 


• ■ 


§ 


director, FBI <165-1990) 


SAC> Miami <165-592) 


, S/17/66 

ATTENTION? IDENTIFICATION DIVISION | 
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTIO N [ 

(P) /: 



KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, Aka. f . . J / \ V V . 

MTHAN MODELL, Aka. ? . . -- ; ’ 

XTAR; ITWIJ FBW. . - 

(MM: 00) ■' \ ‘ • •' _ '/ 

Kemylet, 1/2S/6S, and Bulet, 2/10/66... 

** , The Idehtificatipn jDlvisioia is requested to ’ 

refer to : their Lateut Case Number 64617, in which: eight ‘ 
latent fingerprints were, developed bk airline: tickets eb“ 
tained from Subject. HANNA .at the- time of his.' arrest and : 
.the search of his apartment. . ' 

The Identification Division is requested to com—; 
nare these lam ent f ingerp pints with the fingerprints of : 


FBI Number 


3/- Bureau^ 
Miami 

WFHiGK 

<4) 




.«_/b6 • 

'‘bb7C 
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Transmit the following in 


FBI, 

. Date: 

3/29/66 

v.„ AIRTEL • 


(Type in plaintext 

or code ) 


( Priority) 


TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 
FROM: SAC, NEWARK (165-663) (P) 
KENNETH HERBERT ^SANNA , aka. ET AL 




iio 

iTvIr, TaVvf _ 
V '. Trotter. 
Vlo. Ji ''on .. 
Y°s INkxks 
>nss G^ndy. 


KENNETH HERBERT BANNA, aka* ET AL \ X 

ITWI . \ 

00: Miami - — Sbic 

RE: Newark Radiogram to Director 1/20/66 

SA testified at a preliminary hearing 

in Union CitV. RJ. b5fore~BEgTstrate HAHN f on 2/4/66, against 

| on. a local gambling charge. 

as a result or tms nearing, Magistrate HAHN remanded the case 
to the Hudson County Grand Jury. 

On 3/28/66, two subpoenaes were received from Superiox 
OmT»* r»-f TJony .Toyeow TfriHanr, f£wfivfvpr TJ.T. r»™nTnqw/Hng Agents 

|to appear before a 

Hudson County NJ Grand Jnrv. on 4/4/fiHj at 9:30 a.m. , to testily 
concerning , I 

SAS| Iwill testify that I ^ 

invited into tEe~ apartme nt an I I by 

, that I was advised of his rights 

thtat h o_ admitted taking nets which he said he knew was ’'agaihlB':/^; 

1 ■ . ■ : . , ' • 

■ / , ^ 

arrived at the apartment some time after^^*' 'V 
interview started. ** / 

Agents will testify that evidence of bookmaking was If 
obtained and turned over to detectives of the Union City Police A- 
Department, Union City, NJ. 

Permission to testify before preliminary hearing on 
4/4/66 was obtained from USA DAVID M. SATZ, JR., Newark, NJ, 
and his permission will again be obtained bgfore Agents testify 

before "• " '• ;; l(fi S-l c i c P ~3f I 

UACB„SAS ,will -test ify^hs re- I 

quested. 1 4I,! ~ 1 •'« j- — — 1 / j 

, B MAR 801966, / 


;iA- Newai 
fMV:hds ! 


6harge 


1,11 1ir-T 

.M Per Ifsi 
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AT ATLANTA, GEORGIA 







MM 165-592 


COPIES; 


1- USA, Miami, Florida (Attention; 
Departmental Attorney BRIAN GETTINGS 
and WALLACE JOHNSON) 

2- Atlanta (165=265) 

1- Baltimore (165-428) (Info) 

1- Dallas (165-232) (Inf©) 

1- Detroit (165-450) (Info) 

1- Los Angeles (Info) 

2- Newark (165=663) 

2- New York (165-1344) 


1. Will continue investigation concerning HANNA’s 
activities at the "Paperback Book Mart” to determine if HANNA is 
engaged in gambling there. 

2. Will alert appropriate confidential informants 
for .coverage of HANNA. 

NEWARK: 


AT NEWARK,. NEW JERSEY 

Newark is requested to interview a selective number 
of individuals Identified in referenced Newark report and in the 
note^ and address, book of HANNA ' s in an effort i ib develop 
witnesses concerning HANNA ' s gambling activities. 

NEW YORK; 


AT NEW YORK, NEW YORK 

Examine the address book arid nptes of NATHAN MODELL 
and KENNETH HERBERT HANNA in an effort to develop witnesses that 
can testify that NATHAN MODELL was in the business of gambling 
in New York and KENNETH HERBERT HANNA was in the business of 
gambling in Miami, Florida. 


B 

COYER PAGE 


MM 165-592 


and interview 


wagered with MODELL 
gambling activities. 


ie_jLdentiiied by MODELL s notebook as 

| These individuals apparently 

possibly could be witnesses to his 


AT MIAMI, FLORIDA 

1. Will interview selective number of individuals 
listed in HAMA’s address book* telephone index and notes to 
determine additional witnesses who could and will testify 
that HANNA was in the business of gambling.: b6 

b 7 C 

— 2 W1 11 p.nordi nate. investigation with the case 

captioned | e t al. ITWI. B ufile 165-594, 

00: Miami” and the case captioned | | et al, ITWI; ITAR - 

FEW, 00? Los Angeles”. 

3. Will follow the prosecutive action of HANNA and 
MODELL in Miami. 

ADMINISTRATIVE ? 

Information copies are being designated for Baltimore, 
Dallas and Detroit in view of the possibility that HANNA’S 
associates may be utilizing ’’Blue Box” there. 

An information copy of this report is also being 
submitted to Los Angeles in view Of investi gatinn frying r.nnrinr-t ed 
concerning "Blue -jp the case captioned 

L UNSUBS , ITAR - GAMBLING; ITWP; FBW - 
■UUWAKAUY , UU? Los Angeles”. 


The activities of KENNETH HANNA in this case is 
related to the activit ies of the individuals in the case captioned 

et al, ITWI, Bufile 165-1999”. The 

case involves various gamblers throughout the United States who nave 


COVER PAGE 


! 


MM 165-592 


&on@ credit cards ©f fictitious businesses, etc,, 
: of long distance telephone charges resulting 
Lng activities. 


SAl 

befEf-glW! 
the credit 


-Banartmental Attorney, WALLACE JOHNSON, advised 

on April 28, 1966 that consideration was ^ 

ihdieting KEN NETH HANNA along with others in b7c 

case in whichl is the principal subject. 


ussa ,nf awa <■» rPf-nrHi ner made 

by I relati ng 

to conv ersations bet ween kknmistii hanna ana| | and 

between | l and KENNETH HANNA have been I or warded to 

the Atlanta and Detroit- Offices respectfully. 



ng tapes madd by|_ 
have been reviewe< 


again 


at fj 


forth in the referenced report of 


.information set 
at Newark, dated 


l± the 


^Ne , 

tnese cans is 
records whi£Sh_J 
burned by I 


was operating. 

sev. and t hat theP |referred to in 

| It is also apparent that the 
.referred to in some of these calls were 
Ion January 8, 1966, 


;o in 


The Miami Office, in reviewing these magnetic recording 
tapes, did not locate any information not already furnished to 
Newark, which would he of assistance in the prosecution of 

I The only possibility in this regard would 
be the location Of -8 nn depe ndent witnesses who cou ld testify to 
the association of HANNA, and to their 


the association of HANNA, | 

exchange of betting lines, wagers, etc, 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


United States Attorney , Miami, Florida (Attention: 
Department Attorney BRIAN SETTINGS and WALLACE JOHNSON) 

Office: MIAMI, FLORIDA 



Field Office File #: 


165-592 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA; 
NATHAN 'MODELL 


Bureau File #: 165—1990 


INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION IN AID OF RACKETEERING; 
INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF WAGERING INFORMATION; 


Federal Grand Jnry, Miami, Florida, on 2/16/66, indicted KENNETH 
HERBERT HANNA for violation Title 18, Section 1343, 1084 and 1952. 
NATHAN MODELL also indicted same time for violation Section 1084, 
and Section 1952, Title 18. Trial date set for -United States District 
Court, Miami, Florida, 9/12/66. Evidence seized on 1/8/66 in search 
of HANNA* s apartment analyzed" and set forth. 


DETAILS: 


RESIDENCE 


Florida , 
that the. 
address . 
of the M 


*Vised Special A gent | 

VNNA * s have moved from A part men 
I said he believes that ■ 
ni area, address unknown. 

BUSINESS 


| on April 28, 1966 
5 of the apartments at that 
s HANNA'S have moved out 


• Investigation by the Atlanta Division revealed that a new 
book store known as the "Paperback Book Mart** has recently been opened 
at 975 Peachtree Street, N.E., Atlanta Georgia . 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
yo r agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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On April- 12, 1966 


_ Georgia State 

advised that on March 25, 1966, 

Inc., opened as a retail establishment 
N.E., Atlanta, Georgia. The principal 


Tax Unit, Atlanta, Georgia, 
the Paperback Book Mart, 
at 975 Peachtree Street, 
officers f or this company we re listed as TCP.W WF.TH HERBERT HANNA 
President $ 

Secretary- 


TiteAsutter. HAMA 


Vice President and| 

provided his residence as hsing 


listed nxs residence as being 
Ohio. 


1 Georgia andf 


It was determined that the telephone number ■:£" 
872-4046 is the listed telephone number for the Paperback Book 
Mart, Inc., 975 Peachtree Street, N.E. , Atlanta, Georgia, 
and that this service was installed on March 1, 1966. 


Georgia, is occiipied by 

— 

a close friend and associate of 


STATUS OF PROSECUTION 

b6 

blC 

INDICTMENT; 



On January 20, 1966, a Federal Grand Jury in Miami, 
Florida, indicted KENNETH HANNA on one count each, Title 18; 
United States Code, Section 1083, 1343, and 1952. 

On February 16, 1966, the Federal Grand Jury in Miami, 
Florida, filed* a five count True Bill indictment against KENNETH 
HANNA and NATHAN MOBELL . Three counts charged HANNA with 
violation. Title 18, Section 1343, 1084, and 1952. Two counts 
charged NATHAN MODELL with violation Section .1082 and 1952. 

This indictment supersedes the prior indictment of HANNA's. 

KENNETH HANNA was subsequently arraigned on this 
indictment and continued on $5,000 bond. 


MAGNETIC RECORDING TAPES; 


After obtaining prior authorization from Departmental 
Attorney WALLAC E JOHNSON. JA MES HOGAN, KENNETH HANNA and a 

came to the Miami Office of the FBI 


court reporter, 


be 

b7C 


2 


be 

b7C 


on February 18 , 1966 to listen to the magnetic recording tapes 
made by the Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company in 
connection with their investigation of HANNA and his use of a 
"Blue Box". Mr „ HOGAN, HANNA and the court reporter listened 
to only a portion of one tape and attempted to transcribe the 
contents of same. Mr. HOGAN discontinued this effort, and 
stated he would attempt to obtain magnetic tape copies of the 
tapes by a petition in court. 

On March 7, 1966, BEN COHEN and JAMES HOGAN, counsel 
for HANNA, appeared in United States District Court, Miami, 
Florida, in connection with motion relative to the magnetic 
tapes in this case, Tt w^s agreed in court that the FBI 
- furnish the defense counsel for HANNA the tape copies of 

magnetic tapes made by the Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph 
Company. 


The FBI Laboratory subsequently made identical tape 
copies (dubbing) of these tapes and they were given to Mr, JAMES 
HOGAN on March 22, 1966. 


MOTION: 


/ 


On April 27, 1966, Departmental Attorney W ALLACE 
JOHNSON advised that the defense council for HANNA had filed 
motion in United States District Court, Miami, Florida, to 
suppress evidence in this case. 


TRIAL DATE: 


On April 27, 1966, Departmental Attorney WALLACE 
JOHNSON advised that the trial in this case had been set for 
United States District Court, Miami, Florida, to begin on 
September 12, 1966. 


TELEPHONE BILLS OF KENNETH HANNA 
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' ( 1 \ > ’ ( ’ ' ,, 4 A ' ' , 

_ _ <ti . , ~ .. . , ■ '• ; ;%irf,ks!' ii-iia AwAih W :A ^ 

i.,A ^ ^ • 1 i 

LIST OF CALLS 


RN 

P.A. 

CALL 

P 

A 

V 


DEN. 

DM 

PD, . 
CALU 


REST. 

CLAIMS 

4 MISC, — — — 

N.P. 

DISC. ■ 


KENNETH HANNA, , . * .. 
2290 NE *70 ST'' ■' •■••' 


AM 2 

#1 


\k 6 CK FU 33160 . . 


305 945 9723 
427 

jAH U 1966. 
H DADE 


LOC. I TAX OF„ 


1 27 


-J 


~ DATE 

cow 

AMOUN1 



BALANCE 



m 





: 



CALLS) 

AOV 

O.C.C. 

BAL.| 

TOT, 


BAL 


11 02 
1 85 

.12 32 

25 19 


*S *i) 

T- SEE NCVEI15E FOR EXPLANATION 


FORM 9IOCA 
[ 9 . 64 j 


DATE 


1226 


PLACE CALLED 


NEWPORT R! 


0128 DU 


t SN6J2-2DP (J) i 

SOUTHERN BELL TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY «/«> > 

II ^ ^ther charges and credits ^ ^ 


1 

80 

total excl, tax] 


AMOUNT 


180 



05 

i i 

1 

85 

FED, TAX 

TOTAL INCL, TAX] 


BILLING NUMBER 


945 9723 


mm, 


CONN, 

TIME 


MINS, 


202 - 


phrase 

DDE 


25 

'•'09 


|no. of] 

ITEMS 


.ICQMLCQPY. 


MONTHLY 

RATE 


2 H 


12 / 17/65 

012 / 17/65 


PERIOD 


FROM 


THROUGH 


1/10/66 


local tax 


FEDERAL TAX* 


TOTAL CHARGE OR CREDIT CARRIED TO BILL 


CHARGE 
OR CREDIT 


10 ‘ 50 
1 61 


i\' ' 

sJv 

B; J 

a ' 

t: 

% 


, 16 
05 


12 32 




r, 

' V f- 


‘ [ v‘ i 

'I i * j ,'^ 

^ , f V," 






FD-302 (Rev. 4-15-64) 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



.File # 


by Date dictated - 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 












MM 165-592 


EVIDENCE SEIZED JANUARY 8, 1966 
IN SEARCH OF KENNETH HANNA’S APARTMENT 
AND INVESTIGATION RELATING THERETO 


LATENT FINGERPRINTS FOUND ON "BLUE BOX” ; 


By connmication dated January 26, 1966, the 
Identification Division of the FBI advised that the 
latent fingerprints lifted. from the ’’Blue Box” and 
submitted to the Latent Fingerprint Section of the 
Identification Division; by the Miami Office, contained 
one palm print of value. 


AIRLINE TICKETS s 

In search of KENNETH HANNA’S apartment- on 
January 8, 1966, seven airline tickets were seized. These 
tickets were listed as*Item°12 in the inventory of the 
material seized. These airline tickets were all purchased 
with American Express Credit Cards. 

On January 28, 1966, American 

Express Company, Miamiy Florida, aavisea max rnese tickets 
were purchased with American Express Credit Cards that have b 
been reported stolen, or not received bv the person to whom b7 
the credit card was issued. also advised that 

other airline tickets have been purcnased oh these same 
credit cards and that apparently someone was selling airline 
tickets at a discount price using stolen credit cards to 
obtain the tickets. 

Copies, of' these tickets are set out hereafter in 
this report. 


10 
















<p- V/^ aAl 





• I'Hj 

\*'Y 


§ eastern lines ^SSjCHgU- 007:112 * 254:587 


SOLO SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS OF CONTRACT ON PACE 2 

II ihi iiuiMlf'l Umm* IimMI I* vttimitt (ithfuliM w III* ta I tMrtiy #thlf Ihlfl I hi WwMfy *1 tflpirtvil, 1h* 
WWW Cc'tlMt!* l«*f *.lp»l>«fctt tht Cwiwnti** fWtfM III Ml IWI Bill limit* l hi ItlMilr *1 tllfMf* (W 
flllH *f flfWhll iBjvfr m H Hlpttl *t toil *1 1 <im*ll t»t*H*l* - — 


v\!l— 

V,\ j, 21 

• , v . \ < 

•• \.| Vf.': 


•"'H 


hfi 

. . ^ 2iZ£_2£_t251iE— — — 

DONATION ^ J Q "«* UICD ,N « XCM * HO,C 'OH 
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The above airline tickets were submitted to the 
Identification Division of the FBI on January 28, 1966 for 
a latent finger px*int examination. 


By communication dated February 10, 1966, the 
Identification Division of the FBI reported that six latent 
fingerprints and one latent palm print of value were 
developed on ticket number 010112795501. Two latent 
fingerprints of value were developed on ticket number 
010112795509. No latent impressions of value were developed 
on the other tickets. Identification Division also advised 
that the above developed latent fingerprints were not 
identical with the fingerprints of KENNETH H. HANNA, FBI 
Number 739132 or FRANCIS EARL CONNER, FBI Number 3301154. 


By communication dated March 25, 1966, the 
Identification Division of the FBI advised that the latent 
fingerprints found on the above t-i r» not 


identical with the fingerprints of 


FBI Number 

b6 

b7C 


HOTEL BILL, HOTEL SALISBURY, NEW YORK: 


In search of HANNA’s apartment on January 8, 1966, 
there was found a hotel bill of the Hotel Salisburg, 123 West 
57th Street, New York. This bill was listed as Item 16 in 
the inventory of the material seized. It shows that KENNETH 
HANNA is a friend of Mr. MODELL in Room 507. A copy of this 
bill is set forth herewith in this report. 
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ADDRESS BOOK: 


In connection with the search of HANNA'S apartment 
on January 8, 1966 „ an address book containing names and 
telephone numbers was found. This address book was listed 
as Item 5 in the inventory of the material seized. A similiar 
address book was also taken from the person of KENNETH HANNA 
when he was arrested on January 8, 1966. The address book 
found on HANNA's person contained names, addresses and 
telephone numbers which had been crossed out. The address 
book found in the apartment appears to be a newer and 
revised book and a copy of the contents of this book found 
in the apartment is hereafter set out. 

This book is being set forth to assist in the 
investigation of HANNA and in the identification of his 
gambling associates. 
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DESK TELEPHONE INDEX BOOK: 


Seized in the search of HANNA * s apax^tment January 8, 
1966 was a metal telephone and address index. This index was 
listed as Item 6 in the inventory of the material seized. 
Contents of this index is set out hereafter to assist in the 
investigation and identification of HANNA* s gambling associates 
and contacts. 
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WALLET WITH IDENTIFICATION OF 


Also seized on January 8, 1966 in search of HANNA's 
:mant was a wallat c ontaining identification in the name 

This wallet was listed at Item 11 
le inventory oi material seized- 


The wallet and contents thereof are being set forth 
hereafter to assist in the invesitgation of HANNA. 












OPERATOR LICENSE $3.00 

THIS LICENSE WILL EXPIRE AT MIDNIGHT ON THE LAST DAY OF 
YOUR BIRTH MONTH DURING THE YEAR INDICATED ON THE 
FACE OF YOUR.. LICENSE, ,b««dcd nc P.nWIMERCB 


j[m^ ft MBS U»L CQMHgCL 

SERVICE FEE 


This certifies that the person whose signature and description appears 
hereon is licensed to operate a motor vehicle upon the highways of Florida 
.in accord with, state laws and. local ordinances, ■ subject to noted restric* 
tions and. conditions, unless this privilege has been suspended or revoked. 
The Florida department of Public Safety retains all property rights herein. 


Jssuc<r7>yT . 


^udge, 


BROWARD 


Cov/lfAYi>ON Bukns, C/;w«, If. N. KiukmaN. Director' 

STATIi dFPAKTMHNT OF PUBLIC SAFETY. Tallahassee, Florida . 


oj aiut . 
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'.'‘^Tkl. .CIRCLE 6*7920-1 


Shamrock Electrical Supply Co., Inc. 


242 WEST 40th STREET 
NEW YORK 19, N. Y. 
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^GHARIlEDSmPEI^ASfflS^ 


Seized during the search of HANNA’s apartment on 
J.anuary 8, 1966 was a metal vase (urn) containing ashes from 
burnt paper. This material was listed as Item 10 in the 
inventory of the material seized. These ashes were submitted 
to the FBI Laboratory on February 28, 1966. 

By communication dated March 14, 1966, the Laboratory 
reported that the dfarred paper was appropriately treated and 
photographed in the laboratory and the paper mounted between 
pieces of glass. It was found that this paper had the 
following miscellaneous pencil markings on it, most of which 
is consistent as follows: 


C 

No. 87451 
668 4 1 


46 

(The above were all on what was originally one piece 
of paper . ) 


301 

66 


(The above were on one small piece of charred paper.) 
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45 

(The above was on one small piece of charred 

paper . ) 

No other markings or printing was determined to be 
present on the submitted charred paper . 
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CARDBOARD BOX MAILED FROM MOE BECKER, NEW YORK: 


Seized in the search of HANNA ? s apartment on January 8, 
1966 was one empty cardboard box which had been mailed to 
HANNA from MOE BECKER. 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


1/28/66 

Date 


MOE S. BECKER was advised toy SA who 

had identified himself as a Special Agent (SA J of the federal 
Bureau of Investigation (FBI), that he did not have to say 
anything, anything he did say could he used against him in 
a court of law, and he could consult an attorney before 
saying anything. 


be 

b7C 


Ji 


BECKER advised he is a wholesale jeweler, who deals 
inly with silverware, with his business at 55 West 42nd Street, 
Room' 449, New York City. He stated that prior to December l6, 
1965. h e was approached by a person known only to him as 
I I f Phonetic ) , and a red h eaded f emale, who I I referred 

to as his wife. He described I l as being about 5 feet 
6 inches, 3.l80 pounds, 60 years of age, and blond hair with a . 
bald spot on top. BECKER stated that| (requested a four 

piece, eight place setting of King Edwards Silverware be sent 
t?o KENNET HERBERT HANNA, 2290 N. E. 170th Street, North Miami 
Beach, Florida. This silverware was sent by parcel post on 
December 16, 1965. The parcel post re ceipt w as number 2936513, 


which BECKER furnished. BECKER stated 


returned complain- 


b6 

b7C 


ing th at BECKER had failed to send the eight 1 soup spoons which 
I I had requested. BECKER stated he then sent on December 20, 
I965, the eight soup spoons by parcel post. The receipt 
number was 2936560, which BECKER again furnished. BECKER 
stated he sends all his silverware in approximately the same 
Size box, 4 1/4 inches by 31 1/2. inches by 3 1/2 inches.* 

BECKER stated he had known | pr ior to December, 1965, but 

that was the first time he had s ean I | in several years. 

Re stated he does not know where | | lives. BECKER stated 

he knows nothing about mechanical or electrical devices and 
Has never been involved in eonstrueting any of these devices. 
BECKER said he does not gamble and has never been to the 
track. He stated he makes a business trip each year to the 
west coast concerning his wholesale jewelry business. The 
following description of BECKER was obtained through observation 
and interview: 
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1/24/66 

On — | 

sasJ 

anc 

by 


-a L. 


New York, 


car 


New York 
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NY 165-1344 

.File # 

1/24/66 

Date dictated 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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Name 

Address 

Occupation 
Business Address 

Date of Birth 

Place of Birth 

Phone Number 

Height 

Weight 

Hair 

Eyes 


MOE S. BECKER 

l6l8 East 24th Street 

Brooklyn, New York 

Wholesale Jeweler 

55 West 42nd Street, Room 449 

New York City 

October 8, 1907 

New York City 

LO 3-6352 

5 feet 6 inches 

190 pounds 

Gray, balding 

Brown 


BECKER stated he could furnish no further infor- 
mat ionsonss^ifl£_HMMj_ He advised he has never heard the 
names| |or NATHAN MODELL and he does not 

know tftese individuals. 
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Also seized in the search of HANNA J s apartment 
on January 8, 1966 were two sheets of paper which are 
being set forth hereafter for assistance in this investigation. 
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ANALYSIS OF PAPERS CONTAINING CODE M0M8ERS <, NAMES & 
TELEPHONE NUMBERS SEIZED IN SEARCH OF HANNA * S APARTMENT 


Seized in the search of HANNA 9 s apartment on 
January 8, 1966 was a lined slip of paper which contained 
code numbers and telephone numbers., A ©vopy of this appears 
hereafter in this report. Analysis of the evidence of this 
case alemp with evidence seized in the search ©f| 

[apartment on January 8, 1966 has been matte ana rne 
identity of the gamblers involved which relate to the code 
numbers and telephone numbers are set forth to assist in the 
investigation and prosecution of this case. 
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503 

707 

72 


Jo 6 
b7C 


152 

26 

67 

31 

30 

98 

16 

10 

82 

13 


Identity of individual involved 
unknown, however, this is a Quebec, 
Canada telephone number 


Thftgg niimhprs used by| 

North Carolina 


This number was connected on 
September 21. 1965 in the name of 


New Jersey. It is 
believed tti'^t this number was 
utilized by 


KENNETH HA 


IcT 

NNA 


lose associates of 


(Unknown at this time) 


Georgia 


maryiana 


iiouisxana 


(Not yet identified) 



Criterion Billard Parlor, Tulsa, 
Oklahoma 


Missouri 




MM 165-592 


• • 


Also seized in the search of HANNA’ s apartment 
on January 8, 1966 was a list of nicknames and telephone 
numbers. An examination of the material seized in the search 
of HANNA’s apart ment on Jan uary 8, 1966 and evidence seized 
in the search of| apartment along with other 

investigations has identified most of the individuals listed 
on this sheet of paper. These identities are being set forth 
herewith and the copy of the list set forth hereafter to 
assist in the investigation and the prosecution of HANNA. 


be 

b7C 
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? EVIDENCE SEIZED IN SEARCH OF 
APARTMENT 


search of| 

set forth he reafter 
and names in 
in HANNA* s records. 


id bean made of evidence seized in the 
| apartment and this analysis is 
show the similarity in code numbers 
Irecords with the code numbers and names 


82a 


- fO-lii {**v. 




4 ' A. * * *^-vi 

l * l u ’-•» 


V ^ 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


The following information was obtained from 
reviewing- the evidence which was sdized pursuant to an 
authorized search warrant issued on Januarv 7. iQfifi. n» 

oar*tm /I am n -i aaa . . . ^ " . *i/ww • Hl 


I ^ioriaa; 1 

„ „I he seizure off the Evidence disclosed the book 
entitled •The New Dictionary of Thoughts a Cyclopedia " 
originally compiled by THTON EDWARDS, D.D., 1957 Standard 
Book Company, which book contained on the pages listed 
below and marke d i n pencil — nnriert . telephone numbers of 
the accounts of Also seized, in these 

raids was the .sheet Known as icne "bottoms" which contained 
th e monetar y figures of the amounts. of money owed by and 
t*°| | by these accounts; 


Code Reverted • 

No. . Telephone True No, 
\ No. 


Subscriber 


Bottoms 


Miami 


Miami 


$ 4,210 + 

■■iSm &8T- 

4,812 + 


Miami 


250 + 


[See '#3: 


Miami 


1,165 + 


Miami 


l tA I I ( 


Houston 


10,000 - 
7,964 - 
5,725 + 


3/4/66 i a ? 


Pittsburgh 


3 i I J i -i 1 1 ; 1 1 l ; A 

> ■ ' 1 *' V 1 IN ' < .4. ir ' kd ’“ '> HI 

> < ' 1 1 > 1 1 >I( ■ i 1 1 1 1 " 5 *! f 1 1 11 "■( 1 , t, 

Mlalmlj' Flb^ida. J ;: f| '• 

>' i 1 7u v t 1 


1 1 " . 1 i, ^ili)Wll b6 < n ^ (j v.uf, ' , . | 

, hy SA j Jsl’i h M ' 1 1 . 1,1 3/10/66 ■ 

'■ This documenl contains neither 'recommendations nbi' conclusion^ oFthe' F.BI. It is the propertybf the FBI and Is loaned to frdur agency: 
it and its cdnlerils are J not'taF be distributed outside your dgericy. 6 

f * ' “ I < w . Ill . n li , II III- 1 


in. 



I 
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Code Reverted . 

No. Telephone ' True No, 


Subscriber 


Bottoms 



3 perated 
and 

_usta, Ga. 
Atlanta, Ga. 


'home), Miami 16,185 4 

[office) • 

Vancouver, B.C.,- 6,678 - 

Canada - 

Vancouver b6 

Vancouver Y b7c 


Columbus , 
Ohio 


Atlanta 


Cleveland 


MICKEY *S LOUNGE 
Cleveland 






MM 165-594 i 


Reverted i.;. .. 

Te lephone ' . , Tr ue . No , 


'Subscribed 


Bottoms 


is 


; 19 


,A l 30 



Miami 


fiami 



Miami 


Beverly 


Ls, Calixornla 


St. Louis 


11,875 + 


3,550 
(pd 250) 
1,165 + 


680 + 


.3,640 + 
800 + 




Conyers, Gai ‘ 3,060 - 

V 2,500 - 


New Orleans ; 

New Orleans 2,526 — 


32 . 94539725965 945-9655 

$f!'t -r' 795-5226 . 795-2265 

‘‘ -V 888-5145 888-1455 


KEN HANNA, Jersey City 


18,040 - 




Montreal . 







f*y 39 

'f, *<r 

; 

*u * 

. 1 ; ’ 40 

•.. 43L 


> 

£': 43 

,<lh '■■ 

If 46 

b'is . 

; •** 

$ * 
Si; 49 


"5^ J 

: -'r 54 


&:55 


681-3761 

6074 


681-7613 

681-9746 


Los Angeles $28,115 + ' 

'■> * % 

1 . * , * , * 

v« :V 10,168 -• •' 

Miami Beach' .y i 13,673 ,+ 

4,325 

/ ( ¥ 

„ * ' , *■ 

New York .! 3,160 TB + 


b7C v ; J» 730 

. : Ramsey . + 


Los Angeles 
Miami 


Buffalo, New York 
" (office) 


MARTY SKLAROFF, Miami 


9,750 + 


5,100 - 


4,092 - 
* 9 
$ 



"Knock & Bid C] 
Dayton, Ohio \ 
"Knock & Bid bj 
Dayton* Ohio f 


: -'V 

AVl': 


1*073 + 


>4. .vi.fi*. 


r. . 





945-3972 945-9723 

945-5965 945-9655 


>, Maryland 

I Miami *•>/, 


, "">6 



Union City, N* J. 


$ 160 + 
1,745 + 

2,376 + 

. 235 - 

2,425 + 

5,450 + 


?» ST 


;oiumDia, a„ « 



Birmingham i 


1,250 + 


1,670. + 
2,145 - 


"Criterion Billiard Parlor", 11,759 + 
Tulsa, Oklahoma 


Tulsa (home) 1,600 + 

• »» (office) 



2,465 - 



New York City v 

«» n *» ' v.v • 


San Mateo , Calif * 4 



’ ' v ' 

•A w ;* *c 


* - . ’ f, - 

' >,ji ' *■; ’ » 
>j i 


Vf/ '.■/'* \ ■ - /i 

f ?/** " ^ ,* i’?*' , *'' t 7 " 

* A / * 1 *iV ’ i*. v y y* " A* ■ 
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Code Reverted • 

A A No. -.. Telephone- True No, 

>.:. „. No. 


Subscriber 


Bottoms 


/ v- $ 1,000 V 



Minneapolis; 

Minn. 


8,705 - 


050 + 


js Angeles /,* 3,952 + 


4.750 +■ 


•«&!* M3 


^95l 


^'Automotive Distributing 
Co.,j' Charlotte, N.'C. 

Miami 


.<* 2,000 


2,321 


> 1,645 - 


; 98 . 


'-■'991 


. Ill V 

\ v Vx 

. 130 5’ 


Baton 'Rouge, La. 11,010 


“ . ' & /( ;V * * * '* . v *1%7*/* * ^ 


Junes Hotel,' Las Vegas 


3,510 - 
A 1,332 + . 
129,749 - 
; 3,745 






r * y , i ( 

1 * ' *■ ' 0 
.I* - „ „ -V / - 

7 ^ ' r : i ' v ; ■ v * — 

•••1 >r‘v 

. /I 
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It should be noted that | and HANNA frequently 

refer to telephone numbers in "Coca uoxa”. It is believed 
that if a number is furnished ”Coca Cola"* the true number is 
altered by removing the fourth digit and placing this number 
at the end. As an ■example: If the telephone number 132-4567 

is furnished in ”Coca Cola 0 * , the telephone number would be 
given as 132-5674. 
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tr tr' 


AT 8&-206 



3U' Tho' following is 
of Atlanta Polie© Bopsyfjsea 
Atlanta Poll©© Xtepavtiaast $ 
furnishedi by i&© Atlanta Po 







\tms l-omg. Ifeeom active %m s. gaoler 
1 the Atlanta area*' 


, • In gmtm&y, l@@5» 'Supovlnkm.£®nk 

L <Jhfe£ ®£ Atlanta Police 

^gmrtaea t. Atla nta » Georgia, advised that Separtasmt 
ccmsidors I I one at th® top gaisMer® operating 
in tlso Atlanta vicinity* Atlanta Valle® yemntec at 

isfors&hts have in the past reported that I I 

■operated a club/ in HoeJss&alo County? Georgia s 
specialising: .ia dice and hiac!t$&c& gSMsos and tit© 
booking, of all athletic- contests* | |has also 
.Operated g&ahlisg clubB in. an?4ero*m s&'s&er <tooatiees in 
Georgia in the oas t* Police &$p8rtsRiui& informants 
report that I profcsls&y handles ©ere ©easy thresh 
galling than any ether in the Atlanta ares* 

Iwjssg interviewed hy 3FM Agents 1/33J/&S 

«&£eb tissa lie stated 





mm 


3#?sS» 


e gsKoi 


®as * 


86S2 


Ho ceaied any 












Federal bureau of investigate 


FD-302 (Rev. 1-25-60) 

*■ - 



Date February 14, 1966 


1 


It was determined through physical observation that 
the Goza Apartments are located perpendicular to an extension be 
of Green Street, Conyers, Georgia, and are in the rear of an b7c 
establishment known as Ben's Diner. 

] Apartment Number | | of the Goza Apartments has previously 

befeh iden tified as the locaTxon of te lephone numbers I land 

| which numbers are listed to| 

Georgia. 

It was further determined by physical observation that 
the only obviously readily accessible coin telephone in the 
immediate vicinity of the Goza Apartments is a coin station 
located on the side. of Ben's Diner. It was determined through 
physical observation that the telephone number in this coin 
station is 483-9965. 


9 ^ 


n„ 2/2/66 
by _ 


.at 


Conyers, Georgia 


SA 


b6 

b7C 


:cjh 


File # Atlanta 92-154 

_ , 2 / 8/66 
Date dictated . 


i 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agpncy; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


T'D-302 (Rev. 1-25-60) 


t 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTlQifflON 




February 14 , 19 66 



Records of| 
Atlanta, disclosed 



h ' J he f boye information is confidential and can 

5 ® od u ? ed *S n * y upon the issuance of a subpoena duces 

In fch . e ©vent such is necessary, thin anhnn ona 


Atlanta*,, Georgia. 


b6 

hlC 

blD 




FD-302 (Rev. 1-25-80) 


^^FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTI^|pN 

Date March 29 * 1966 


’ds of| 

Atlanta. , Georgia* reflect that the 




& & 

AT 165-265 
MWD/jPG:cfd' 

15 - Y 


The above information is confidential and dan be 
produced only upon the issuance of a subpoena duces tecum. 
In the event such is necessary. • this subpoena duces tecum 
should be directed tn 


1 


165-592 


OKLAHOMA CITY DIVISION; 


The following investigation was conducted 
lity Div ision concerning telephone number 
rased by f 


115 


FD-302 (Rev. 1-25-60) 


F^ERAL BUREAU OF INVEST I GAt ^ 


1/18/66 


Record 


The above information was obtained from confidential 
records and could only be : 


PTfiSinai 


ran 




n„ 1/12/ 66 nt Oklahoma City, Oklahoma F su # OC 165-90 
, ~ ' "“MM 165-592 


.Date dictated 


1/18/66 


' l °° umen * co "'“ lns “e«l>er recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It Is the property of the FBI and Is loaned to 
Y v agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



i 

i 



OC 165-90 
MM 165-592 
CSM ; ewg 
1 


Tt- ic rintari th at the home telephone number for 


Tu 

concerning 


sa. Oklahoma has been identitieu as 
the following is noted? 


Xhe. following investigation was conducted by SA 


At Tulsa, Oklahoma 

A review of Cole’s Directory of Tulsa, Oklahoma, i Q6&- 


lj 

.s listed to| 




Tulsa, Oklahoma, | 


|ls not Known to nave engaged 


b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 


1965 that 
and wife 
is self- 
name is liste d as 
reflects that 



tne rp enrflg ot 
reside at 


Credit Bureau, advised nti Mmrp>mhf>r 8 

Tvi«; Bureau r<=>vp>a 1 e>d that 


T 



Tulsa, 

l 


i pg-fra an insurance, 

A report dated April 19. 196 5 


Tulsa, 


A former address is listed as 

On November 7, 1965 J | Records, Tulsa Police 

Departme nt, advised that the records tif this department reveal 
that onef 



On November 8, 1965*- Deputy Sheriff | |, Tulsa 

County Sheriff ♦ s Office, advised he has no arrest record tor 


b6 

b7C 




b6 

b7C 



l 


if if 
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NEW YORK DIVISION: 


The following investigation was conducted by 
the Ne y York Divi sion concerning New York City telephone 

which was in HAN NA ' s notes and the telephone 


number 

number 


which appeared in 


notes , 


Jo 6 
b7C 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


The records of t, 
L .the identities of | 
set out below: 



The above information is not to be made public 
except in the usuai proceeding following the iss uance nf 


ViTft'klFifl 


IxSHSntfsTSEilmKm I 


by Siij |ms _ Date dictated J/f/PP 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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ALBANY DIVISION: 

l. 


. , The following investigation was conducted by the 

Alhany Trivial nn ng Schene ctady. New York, telephone 


number 

T-iial -i taii-oH -Hra-H 


appears xn 


notes. It is 


as 


Ira t her than f 


n eorrectly h otea This telephone number 


1 In this r egard, on 


January 7, 1966 \ Special Service 

Squad 1 . Schenectady. New York, Police Department, advised that 


|was unknown to him and does not have an 
arrest record wxtn* the Schenectady Police Department. . 


There i s also sot 


telephone number \ 
listed in, HANNA's notes. 


forth, information concerning 
Schenectady, New York, which was 


b6 

b7C 


be 

b7C 


120 



FD-302 (Rev. 4-1S-64) 



FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


1 


Date 


1/14/ to 



be 

b7C 
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O n 1 / 11/ €6 a t Schenectady, Hew York # AL 92t225 


by 


SA 


ped 


-Date dictated 


MM 165-592 

1/11/tt 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


MM 165*592 
AL 92*225 
1 

GAP/ kern 

NAME: SA| 

AT: Schenectady, New York 

DATE: January 26, 1966, - February 25, 1966 

The 1965 Schenectady, New York, Telephone 
Directory, which was corrected as of January 14, 1965, 
reflects number 346*9384 is listed to the Mt • Pleasant 
News, 1032 Crane Street. 

The 1966 Schenectady Telephone Directory 
corrected as of January 19, 1966, contains the same 
listing. 

On January 29, 1966. 

Special Se rvice Squad. Schene ctady Police Department, a 
vised that | |owns and operates th e Mt. 

Pleasant Ne ws, located at 1030*1032 Crane Street. 

advised tha'a , 


He stated that 



On February 25, 1966 ,1 

»k. Pp tlce Department, advised that 

owner, Mt. Pleasant News, 1032 u ran* 
:caay, New York, is a white male, bornl ■- 
it Schenectad y. New York, and resided at] 


New York. 


He furnished the 






The February 7, 1963, issue of the ’Schenectady 
Gazette” contains an article reflecting that EDWARD 
CAPOBIAHCO was arrested January 3, 1963, by. Rotterdam, 
New York, Police. Department, and pleaded guilty to a 


charge of being a common gambler. I-Ie was given a one- 
year suspended sentence and placed on a year’s probation 




NEW ORLEANS DIVISION: 

It is set forth hereafter, investigation by the 
New Or leans Offi ce concerning Eaton Rmipre — Louisiana, telephone 
number) I subscribed to by| which number 

was listed m uaNNA’s notes: 


b6 

b7C 


4 
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DALLAS DIVISION: 


The following information was Hftt.A-rm-i narf by the 


Dallas Office 
was listed in 


nnnp.fivni ng telephone number 


notes: 


which 


b6 

b7C 


126 





1 




■f 


1 


i 


DL 165-232 
MM 165-592 
EH 5 gt . 

1 


The records of the Fort Worth Police Department 
and Sheriff’s Office werb- checked og February 14 . 1956 
and failed to reflect any record on 


Operator 56, Credit Bureau, Greater Fort Worth, ' 
furnished the following information on February 14, 1966: 




in file since November 24, ±928. 

1 •». _ i i ♦ n n * 



a 


Ithis business since November 


1946. He 
He 


was married to| _ 

has an excellent credit rating, has paid his bixis promptly, 
and no derogatory information is in the file. 


b6 

b7C 


I \r 


tf tr 
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DETROIT DIVISION: 


The following investigation was conducted hv the 
Detroit Office concerning Detroit telephon e number 
listed in HANNA’s notes. This was used by 


be 

b7C 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


11/5/65 


| Michigan 

was interviewed m the federal Bureau or investigation 
Office, Detroit, Michigan, at which time he w as advised o f 
the identif y of the interviewing agents by SA| | 

| He. was further advised that he did not nave 
to make any statement; that any statement he made could be 
used against him in a court of law and that he had , the right 
to consult with an attorney if he so desired,. 


| |was questioned as to whether or not he 

presently was engaged, in any form of interstate gambling 
activities or bookie activites on a local level at which 
time he stated that he was not. 


10/28/65,. 


Detroif, Michigan 


Detroit 92-1249 


.Date dictated 


11/2/65 


ujr _■ : -J r— \ ■ 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property 6f the FAl and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside.yojir agency. 1 \-, . \ ' ' ’ \ 




*0 


DE 92-1249 


I lwas questioned as to whether or not he be- 

lieved there wa k an Italian structure which may be 
the Mafia or LaCasa Nostra at which time he advised that from 
his knowledge of the Italians that he definitely believed 
this to be the case . 1 He stated that testimony which was given 
(ph) a true Picture of 'the Ital ^ n A ^ n ^ a a ^ 

consider!d S him. a* "goof ball"; however, -“ate”™ 
had to say concerning the Italian Syndicate was 
his knowledge of the Italians, haying grown up with them in . 
the early years of his life,. - M • ' ' r. 

I I stated that he never had any interest in 

the numbers operation and considered a person foolish to 
play, the numbers as they are always subject to/ change in 

Detroit., 


ffnasi 





five or six times in the past and stated further that he 
. had been to the Sands Motel, Stardust and many other es* 
tablishments in Las Vegas, but did not, elaborate on the in- 
dividuals whom, he knew in Las Vegas. ' , be 

r ! 1 : — “I • -b7c* 



, * 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

1 * Date 2/11/66 . 


Tile following information is to be made public 
only following the usual proceedings of the issuance of a 
subpoena duces tecum. 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 




DE 165-450 
HDS/sin - 1 


On January 5, 1966, SA| reviewed the ‘ 

1965-1966 Bresser’s Cross Index Directory ror Detroit, Michigan, 
and found no listing for telephone number 963-7404, 


On .Talv 1 . 1QRR ICl 

from I of 

County Building, Detroit, that _fcl 
Paris Avenue, was registere d by I 

gave an address of 

“Michigan, I 


|determined 

Assumed Names Section, City- 
? Penthouse Su pper Club, 2035 
Ion May 5. 1965, 


On February 7, 1964, Assistant United States Attorney 
PAUL J. KOMIVES advised that the Federal' Grand Jury, Detroit, 

Michigan, on February 7. I9fi4. a -fiyg cftnnt indictment 

charging with violations 

of Sections 3 Vi, 1U1U, and 1014, Title 18, United States Code, 
(Conspiracy - False Statements). 

On February 12, 1964, appeared in United States 

District Court, Detroit, before unixea States District Judge 
FEED W, KAESS and stood mute" to the charges’ in the ' abovp«ineii±±am 
indictment. The Judge entered a plea of not guilty for 
and he was released on $5,000,00 personal bond. 1 


i in 


' { ' 


D£ 147-1218 


In the course of another investigation in 1945 
the following arrest record tana obtained fr om the Detroit 
Police Departm ent conc erning Detroit Police 

Department No. I I , . •'~z . j | v,, ; • ■ 
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BALTIMORE DIVISION: 


The following investigation was conducted by the 
Baltimore Division concerning telephone number 467-2876 
subscribed to by FRANCIS E. CONNER. This number appears in 
HANNA’s notes and CONNER was present on January 8, 1966, 
at the time HANNA was arrested.: 




144 




• * 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
******* 



Date 


1/25/66 


b7D 


Records of 



r^i'lSCt tne loiiowing: 


Baltimore telephone number 467-2876 is listed to 
FRANCIS E. CONNER, 1200 Windemere Avenue, Baltimore. 


When CONNER requested telephone service he advised he 
was engaged as publisher of "Winning Ways" a paper for individuals 
who bet on race horses. 

The following toll calls were charged to this telephone 
for the past two billing periods: 


DATE PLACE CALLED NUMBER CALLED CHARGES , 


10/7/65 

10/16/65 

10/19/65 

10/20/65 

10/26/65 

10/28/65 

10/28/65 

10/28/65 

11/3/65 

11/13/65 

11/14/65 

u/is/ss 

11/14/65 
11/14/65 
11/15/65 
11/17/65 
11/17/65 
11/17/65 
11/17/65 
11/17/65 
• 11/18/65 
11/18/65 


Miami, Florida 
New York, N.Y. 
Miami, Florida 
New York, N.Y. 
York, Pa . 

N; Dade, Fla. 
N. Dade, Fla. 
New York, N.Y. 


N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 

N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 

N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 

N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 

N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 

N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 

York, Pa 

« 

N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 

N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 

N. 

Dade, 

Fla. 


Englewood, N.J 


York, Pa . 
York, Pa . 
York, Pa . 


b6 

b7C 


$1.15 

-I.3O 

3*15 

4.10 

.40 

4.35 

1.05 

.55 

1.75 

1.05 

.75 

1.05 

.75 

.95 

*40 

1.90 

1.50 

1.90 

.75' 

.40 

.40 

.40 


On 


by 


1/18/66 


.at 


Baltimore, Maryland 


.File # 


BA 165-428 



1/25/66 
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DATE PLACE CALLED NUMBER CALLED CHARGES 


11/18/65 

11/20 765 
11/24/65 
11/24/65 
11/25/65 

11/^5/65 

H/25/65 

n/26/65 

11/26/65 

11/27/65 

12/2/65 

12/2/65 


North Dade , Fla . 
York, Pa . 

North Dade, Fla. 
York, Pa . 

N. Dade, Fla. 

N. Dade, Fla. 

N. Dade, Fla. 
Englewood, N.J. 
N. Dade, Fla. 

N. Dade, Fla. 
Phila . , Pa . 

York, Pa . 


b6 

b7C 


$ 1.50 

.40 


3.50 

.40 


1.05 

1.05 

1.65 

.75 


2.70 

1.05 



The above should not be made a matter of public record 
without the <~> , f « Riihrioftma. duces tecum directed to the 

-M-on -M r\v\ of J 




BA 165-428 
iW : j tk 
1 


DATE: JA1 

NAME: SA 

AT: BA] 


On October 12, 1965,1 |Racket Squad, 

Baltimore, Maryland Police Department advised that records of his 
office contain no information identifiable with FRANCIS E. CONNER. 

On January 24, 1966, 1 T advised he believes 

he knows of FRANCIS E. CONNER as an individual who has been p 

engaged in gambling in the Baltimore area for a number of years, [b.7 

On October 12, 1965, files of Central Records, 

Baltimore, Maryland Police Department were reviewed and they 
reflected the following concerning FRANCIS E. CONNER; 


DATE 

2/10/51 


11/24/45 


11/29/43 

9/19/40 


NAME 

FRANCIS CONNER 
1200 Windemere Avenue 


FRANCIS CONNER 
1200 Windemere Avenue 


FRANCIS CONNER 
1200 Windemere Avenue 

FRANCIS E. CONNER 
903 Me Kewin Avenue 


CHARGE 

Assault in striking 
Two charges - one 
dismissed, one 30 days 
in Jail, suspended 
Disturbing peace, 
$10.00 and costs and 
released. 

Assault and striking 
$50.00 and costs and 
released. 

Disturbing Peace - 
Dismissed 

Disorderly Conduct 
$5.00 and costs and 
released. 


me* 




This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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INVESTIGATION AT NEW YORK REGARDING NATHAN MODELL 



■m ?r v'-'-'oti«op' ■ 






>. r y * 


■ -Ott April A, 19&6 J 

Bureau of Greater ftew York, advised IC 


had ao record for the following individual 


,\/M * 


'"C; J * * ^ 5 * * ^ ‘-4* , , 




* v “ - " « 
tyi \ ; 


, i r ' / ^ ' '* cl * , *; i ^ 

X ^ a «V-V «* ; V - 

>,\‘ * 'V ^ * A y\‘W •* 


-'?;irdb 6 r 
* 

:vb 7 C 


A 




































;my -165-1-3$$ 



FO r 302 (ftev 4-1S-.64J J Y ' ' ' ' % 


<: 'f* * '- * ‘*'v 


" ■•’ V . • • ' •'• ■ ' •'•" ' , :.' 

* ■ • FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

: -fi ' 4 \ ’ ft n , */• ' ’ ' , ^ 'V.,. 

. ■; • • ■; “ V v‘>; • • 


■Date. 


. V7/66 



revealed 
I set 


out below: 


■a, ; 

■t' - V^'v^V 
* \ *f r'V'.V/ ' 


-xm> 


, > A ** ^ ' s 

r ^ 

!* V;.. " V;? 

■ i '■».»« * vk , * - *.* ;> ^ , 

fi.V* * ^v‘"i ,*■;* v * 


’i.~, v*'- - i' -■''fi, ' 

' ;>> K- * ~ ^ ' 

,V^ fZVJV , VV'*..W/; \~' T 

i ■>. ^ vy. 'v£^:;,irx ;' 

^ /- \\ Jf . ' 

* ,*'/.-* A'W ''*y * 

- ‘ * *^ r ' **v< ■£ ' L, ■* . 


* '.V * r ■, 

\ U 





■ v'r‘ : >f The above information is not to be made .public except 
in, the usual proceeding, following 


Er{^41ti>IS»»CfO*WH‘«7«)>li(<B^W*l>»V=TA>74«l 



Hew York,-- Hew York 


_^Date die 


(his. document contains neither r<K™mehdaUon& the FSI. It' is jthej'.property ‘of the FBI end Is loaned lo.yourogency 

it and Hs eontents'are not to be distributed outside * your agency. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date 




ae- 


123 West 51 


, Salisbury Hotel, 
wi ooreei,, mw York Uity, advised that NAT 

v»/s m *1 „ * .1 « . _ - . ** 


MrmTPTT .? ~ ' 7; > auviDCU Olictb JMHT 

hotPi^aiS presently residing in Room 507 of the above 
ip,-- anri hno been residing there ever since November 14, 

rf*» 1 vivi •? rtU/% J j.1. _ •* * • _ - __ * 


b6 

b7C 


furnished the following toll calls charged to 

T*V\ a vvn 1 m hi h. lit ■» >■ _ _ _ Ss 


Morvr7T r , r r rr uctxjLt) cnargea 

MODELL uux'xng the months of November and December, 1965; 


November 1 
November 1 
November 2 
November 3 
November 5 
November 7 
November 11 
November 11 
November 13 
November 16 
November 19 
November 21 
November 21 
November 23 
November 25 
November 27 
December 1 
December 2 
December 3 
December 4 
December 7 
December 9 
December 11 
December 13 
December 15 
December 16 
December 18 
December 20 
December 22 
December 24 
December 28 
December 30 


b6 

b7C 


On 


v <o<b 

. 1/4/66 — at N e w — York, — New York File # — NY 165-1344 - 


by SA 


ms_ 


b6 

b7C 


-Date dictated i/5/66 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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• • 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


4/29/66 


rds of 




reuecc l 



Th© above records aye conf idential ano can only 
be obtained through the issuance of, a subpoena duces tecum 

ed to I 


Florida, or ms auxno 


representative , 


169* 


Qn 4/29/66 ' at Miami, Florida 



-File # 


Miami 165-592 
4/29/66 


by Date dictated — 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. » 







23 
90 
166 
87 
3 , 
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131 

157 
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102 
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22 , 45 
130 

15 


80 
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24 , 45 ' 

152 , 153 
45 
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77 , 81 
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131 
25 
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PAGE NUMBER 


152, 166 
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152; 165 
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13 
82 
28 
84 


30 

30 

125 

86 

' 2 ' ' ' 

1, 2 ; 3, 4; 5, '6, 10, 15, 16 
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152, 160 
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11 ' 
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31 
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2, 3 
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he 

hie 


PAGE NUMBER 
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166 
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110 
32 
32 
49 

32, 49 
70' 

77, 87 

32 

157 

32' ; 
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152, 160 
137 

81, 89 

132 
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85 
121 

33, 81 
111 

80 
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8 ' 
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PAGE NUMBER 


83' 

77; 90' 

78, 98, 99 

33 i 

84 

49 

132 

49 

33 


be 

b7C 


132 

133 
108 

109' ' ' , 

100 ; 105; 107; 108- 

104; 105, 106, 109, iio 

110 , 112 
103 
‘ 104 
95 

153. 161 
102 
103 
12 
80 

77, 84 
80 

153-164 
.153, 164 
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50 ' 

152, 164 
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81 
80 
34 

83 
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1, r2, 15, 71, 81, 151, 168 
153, 162 *■ 

80, '81 
132, 133 
89 
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80 
50 


84 
89 

149, 150 . 


14' 

77, 81 
80 
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85' 
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S5 

89 

I’ll ' 
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137 

80 
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82 
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♦ # 

k. ... .. 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592) * * • April 15, 1966 

Director, FBI (1 65-1990) 

KBM5ETH HERBERT HAMA, akaj 
HATHAH MODEUi, aka 
ITAR j lOTIj EM 

00; Miami 


Reference is made to your communication dated 4/7/66 transmitting 

I I negative(s) 3QB film □ photograph(s) □ document(s) □ 
pertaining to the above-captioned matter. « ’ ^ 


In accordance with your ff requesg£gO film h as been developed 

XXI enlargement s) made 
| | positive copy made 

I | print (s) made 
I | slide(s) made 
< □ negative(s) made 

| | Photostats made 


The above is XX attached ^ 

f~~] being sent under separate cover* via □ registered mail 






OPTIONAL. FORM NO. 10 
„MAY 1982 EDITION 
6SA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 



UNITED STATES G^pRNIylENT 

Memorandum 




TO 


FROM : 


subject: 


Director, FBI (165-1990) DATE: April 7, 1966 

Attention: FBI Laboratory - Mechanical Section 

SAG/' Miami (165-592) (P) 


KENNETH HERBERT jHANNA , aka; 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 
ITAR; ITWI; FBW 



00 : Miami * 


/w 9 //erS here is enclosed for the FBI Laboratory two exposed 
film pastes of colored film with exposures taken of the out- 
side aid the inside of the "blue box.” 


The Laboratory is requested to develop this film 
and to make six prints each of the outside and inside of the 
’’blue box." Prints should be enlarged to agree~with scale 
in pictures. 


Hx Bureau (RM) (Enc . 2) 

1 - Miami 

WFHiamc 'V^ICLOSUE^ 
(4) 





HOLDERS RELOADED and 
i.EIulinSD via ROUTING 
SLIPAPR 1 1 1966 


/ 1 / 

notrecc^-Td 

^ APR y£ /S 66 



mmwr 

DEVELOPED > 

COPIED tfh ( $/ 

v j«5PFnT6D tTih'i 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 



4813 


3l 


FEDERAL- BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
FOIPA 

DELETED PAGE INFORMATION SHEET 

No Duplication Fees are charged for Deleted Page Information Sheet(s). 

Total Deleted Page(s) — 35 
Page 38 ~ b 6, b7C 
Page 50 ~ bb, b7C, b7D 
Page 51 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 52 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 57 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 58 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page e8 — be, b7C, b7D 
Page 154 — Duplicate page 151 
Page 15e - be, b7C 
Page 170 - be, b7C 
Page 185 - be, b7C 
Page 192 — be, b7C, b7D 
Page 193 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 194 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 195 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 196 — be, b7C, b7D 
Page 197 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 198 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 199 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 200 — be, b7C, b7D 
Page 201 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 202 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 203 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 204 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 224 - be, b7C 
Page 22e - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 229 - be, b7C 
Page 233 - be, b7C 
Page 234 - be, b7C 
Page 253 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 254 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 255 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 25e - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 257 - be, b7C, b7D 
Page 258 - be, b7C, b7D 



W'-Y'--— 


^,4 


OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

MAY 1962 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFRI 101-11.6 


ERNMENT 


ONITED STATES G(^^I 

Memorandum 


6 


to : 

ATTENTIONS 


FROM 


date: 


6/1/66 




b6 

b7C 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 

IDENTIFICATION. DIVISION 
. . . , .LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION 

SAC, NEWARK' (165-663) 

- o - 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka, 

ITWI, FBW 
00: . Miami 

ReBualrtels 1/18/66 and 2/3/66 which advised that 
latent prints of value were developed on material previously 
submitted by Newark, 

Enclosed for the Bureau are a completed fingerprint 
ca.i»d and four cards comprising major case prints obtained from 


kt the time him arregt. on 5/25/66 f in 

aka. 


connection witn cne case entitled| 

ET AL, ITWI, FBW-CONSPIRACfl 00: LOS ANGELES^ 

The Identification Division is requested to compare 
the enclosed prints with those latents developed and referred 
to in referenced Bureau airtels. 

The Bureau, Los Angeles, Miami and Newark should be 
furnished results. 


b6 

b7C 






c/s 

a- 

u- 



A)- Bureau (Ends, 5) 

(1 - 166*1765) . 

1 - Los Angeles (166-462) 

1 - Miami (165-592) 

2 - Newark. - 

(1 - 166-553) 


JFWshds 
( 8 ) 



ST-120 


nay 
'ffa-iwo—Hd 


RED- 14ft 


K 

1 JUN gf 1955 




b6 

b7C 


Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 




1-336 (Rev*. 12-10-63) 


A <*\vV 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESDGAT10N 




YOUR FILE NO. 
FBI FILE NO..* 


A TENT C 


Washington, D. C. 20537 


REPORT 


of the 


S T-120 


IDENTIFICATION DIVISION 

LATENT. FINGERPRINT SECTION 


lS§*Sfi 3 







TO: 


: mt* m ■ - 



REFERENCE: ' t0%%Qg Cu&SSi. \ S 

EXAMINATION REQUESTED BY: ...• , \ / 

specimens. . : 

., ‘ >— , : - < 

, '■ " . - ' tm I?® ia§? to 40Q6&ia^ 

1 wo© sstetii 

. ' $&§a «&c$» i3s#e# «t? •• .• v 

, ^ msm^h js«istoa iat® t^ia - - ' 

rjs*ir#.tt ^sss^fingi €fecis3 raftf*?* #*sf 


&3&3Q3 ®c$&3?SQS f &|'w TOO «8sf 

aeMa ^oeSmsZp ccges HtoS So cm o»4«*©il 
EtSh Eft «&* SS3* SE3 * am&Sses^T 




eaeo $;»«& «8stes®a* 


- 1 ■«* £$& iS$^0S€';3 

I « maai <li«aei : ■ •% 
& » mmm €M9*§m 


Bum© <3.60 




i3^ 



| 3 ilH 

i' v j 


3 ... 

j 9 

COtA^F®! 


John Edgar Holver, Director 


THIS REPORT IS FURNISHED FOR OFFICIAL , USE ONLY 




V^MAIL ROOM L 


TELETYPE UNIT l 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
LATENT FINGERPRINT SECTION WORK SHEET 

Recorded: 6-3-66/8:45 a.m. Reference No: 165-663 

FBI File No: 165-1990,- tf ] 

Received: 6— 3— 66/RLJ Latent Case No: 64617 

Answer to: SAC, Newark 


Examination requested by: Addressee 

Copy to: Los Angeles (166-462); Miami (165-592) ; P&co^k 0^^^) 

&uPcl-e ( 766 - /?<>£) 

RE: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA. 

ITWI, FBW 


Date of reference communication: Letter 6—1—66 

Specimens: 








if 



0*4a (Rev. 11* 19-64) 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVE 


r\ n 




DATE: 7-20-66 ] 

TO: SAC, Los Angeles (165-592) 


EE1ETH HERBERT HAlfflA, aka; 
NATHAN DDELL; 

ITAR; ITU - FBI? 



□ LFPS 

This eyidence should be returned to FBI Laboratory,, 

This eyidence submitted by liaoi letter 7/14/66,, Miami file 165-592,, 


Special Instructions: 

Mail tai^te®^4i(!3S^lregistry number, 

Shipping Koom: Show shipment date; bill of lading number; 
initial invoice; return to Section checked in block; after 
initialing in block invoice .to be placed in administrative fiber"’ 11 * f 


FBI Pile No. 165-1990 


D-511279 DL 


OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

MAY 1962 EDITION 

OSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 


C5A FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES gAeRNMENT 

Memorandum 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) * 
SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 

O 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
NATHAN MODELL 
ITAR; ITWI; FBW 

(00: Miami) 


Re report of S. 


date: 6/28/66 


Miami . 



ated 5/9/66 at 


Departmental Attor ney WALLACE JOHNSON on 6/16/66 
advised SA that the trial date in captioned be 

case has been cnanged to iu/ 28/66 and the date for argument of b7c 
motions is now set for 9/12/66. 

Above is for information of Bureau and New York. 

d* Bureau 

2 - New York (165-1344) 

2 - Miami 

(1 - 165-592) 

(1 - 162-341) Spt 

WFH:vc . , / 

( 6 ) ' / 




Jt» £ ,1. ; t 

JUL7 1966 


REP-J8 /t&'/WO 


to JUN 30 1966 



Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 


1 OPTIONAL, form NO. 'id * ' * ' 5010-JC6-03 

MAY 1962 EDITION • - V . . 

^GSA GEN.^REG.'nO. 27/ \ . I „ ' 

"UNITED, STAGES GMEKNMENT 


ERQM • • • 


SUBJECT 


DIRECTOR,. FBI. (165-1990). 


1* SAC, ATLANTA /(l6^265) (P)/ 

** KENNETH HERBERT^NnI , aka ; 
NATHAN^IODELL ' / X 

ITAR;. ITV/I • : ;FBW V . , . 1 ' 

. (00: MIAMI) ... . ' 


date: 7/5/66 



V; Rerep SA 



5/9/66. , Mian^i ; ,-b- , 


■ .be 

.' 'b 7 C 


- ‘ On 6/29/66 . Spec ial Agents' of the* Afci ntf a Offi'be. v/ b, 

observed, subje et BANNA and. fat -the . 

Atlanta Stadium during k gjlme uecween ;ene (Jhxchgo : -c£ ubsb, . ' be 
and Atlanta -Braves They; made- no contact with apyohey > ; ; b7c 

.. however ; in- the second; halt /of , the secon d i nni ng HANm and . ' 

| Went to the tunne-I of -Aisle 229.' remained i. : . 

/on^-tbe. 'field, side;. of this' tunnel, and HANjna went ip. same and . V " 
.remained put -of .sight, bfor- several minutes ; /.-Both ‘then, retune.d : 

. Co section 215 where they were' sitting. Xt was, determined 

- tht' a public telephone .(number 404—523—9930) is, located 'in* the- ' 1 
area- of Aisie 229. Where HANNA had remained out of:, sight f or. ’ 

a few .minutes v/ .From; hhove it ; would/a-ppear /thai '.HANNA made/ / / - , 
use- of; this .'telephopeVVV It y waS noted’; t.fiat in : ;the 7 first half -/ \J 
of the second -inning, theOubs had scored one rune and were - ’ 

. leading the Bravejs‘ one* to /'nothing;. The start ing. ; time of 'the-X/yS 

- game' was; 3,2: 30 p;.m/ E0T, and abo ve activity, took; place at’, , / ,b 

'125.50- p..ai-V, ‘/lfb s ._6'bher persons, observed Lthis prea. ■ -/;-/. /'/ / . ; 

, , /' ; 'The 'Burea*u./is ..requested to authorize At lanta ; to ; ’ / , / 

reyiew/lPng distance, records Southern': Bell Telephone- Co. / ■ .. 

in an ..effort to .determine;' -.if . ..any -such calls, .made .-during., / > ; ; / 1 

pertinent pet ipd aiid /if pb'sitive. to obtain.; information* b; ,/'/ *-• • / 
^concerning sgtiih., ; /Bureau Is ; assured this,' bhepK can- he . --- ‘ ; 

accomplished With, full., security'; and ,our .interests; pr ot'ected-. L bX’ • - 
7' X- V-* Vb /' /./ •- '///.,. // b - ‘ */"-.■ t • i 

'SX Bureau ' /(**&»-•// \ 


' /3 ,*/. ''JIi-anii ; ‘-i2,’-- : ''-.i65WhOS*) : . X ■ ' 

i -bt - :QX- ;105 t 09^X X • v,. . 

1 . 3 - Atlanta, (2 *jU6^2fiS>' 

• ’ X' ; - 1^5^25), (0) / : 

v ^ii/iec tb . b ; /"XX'b' /X *.•/./- b - ' 



. • m 


X;XbV;^ 


hr- 





SAC, Atlanta <165-265) 
Director, $8*^1^.1990) 


KENNETH HERBERT HANHAi aka; 

mmm mmu> 

ITAR; IWIf mu 


7/15/66 


EX-104 


# 


^ ReATlet 7/5/68. . 

Bureau .Authority Tor you to obtain records of 
telephone toll calls is being; held in abeyance at this 
time pending results . Of a survey being conducted by the 
Bureau and 1h%$Departraent as to the legality of this 
procedure. ■* : 


MAILED 4 

JUL 151866 

C0MM-FB1 , 



JON : dsa 
' (5) : 


MA^ROOMlpS' TELETYPE. UNIT I 


OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY ^9 5 2 EDITION 


GSA F'V'MR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES Gfl^RNMEN 

Memorandum 


RNMENT 




DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 


SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 


KENNETH* HERBERT HANNA, aka; 

NATHA1PMODELL 

ITAR; ITWI - FBW 


date: 7/15/66 

7 .. 


Enclosed for Albany are eight 7-inch reels of 
magnetic tape which are recordings made by the telephone 
company of telephone calls made by KENNETH. HANNA from his 
telephone at his residence. 

On July 7, 1966, SA | | held a b* 

conference with Departmental Attorney WKCHKCE <j OHNSON , b' 

presently in Miami. Mr. JOHNSON advised that the motions 
in this case were to be argued before Judge WILLIAM O. 
MEHRTENS on September 12, 1966, with the subsequent trial 
scheduled for October of 1966. 

Mr. JOHNSON advised that he believed the 
following witnesses will be necessary at the time Of the 
trial in order for successful prosecution in this case: 

1. Individual in New York who can make a 
voice identification of NATHAN MODELL. 

-c?. 2. Witnesses who can testify that MODELL was 


in the business of gambling. 

ir- '• / 

3. Hotel manager who can testify to the 
occupancy of Room 507, Salisbury Hotel, by NATHAN MODELL 
and can produce appropriate hotel records in this regard. 

* 4. The arresting FBI Agents. 

& ’ 

5. The appropriate telephone officials who can 
testify as to subscriber records for the telephone of 
NATHAN MODELL. . . i 


(2/- Bureau 
3 - Albany (Encs-8) 

— (1 - Package RM) 

2 -■ New York (165-1344) 
1 - Miami 
WFH:mbr 
( 8 ) 


EX-103' / 

REC-43 JbO- 
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6. Appropriate FBI Laboratory expert who can 
testify to the significance of any gambling records found 
at the time of the arrest of MODELL. 

Mr. JOHNSON advised that the following witnesses 
would be necessary with respect to HANNA: 


1. The individual who can make a voice identification 


of HANNA. 


2. Appropriate telephone officials who can 
testify regarding the "blue hox" and AMA print-outs, wi- 
witnesses should include 


3. Bureau Laboratory expert who can testify 
concerning any betting slips, gambling records, etc. 
found in search of HANNA. 

4. Witnesses who can testify that HANNA is in 
the business of gambling. 

5. Handwriting testimony concerning records 
retained by HANNA. 

Mr. JOHNSON advised that of the above he is 
more concerned: :over the voice identifications. 



ct that subject HANNA is well 
of the Albany Office and that 
HANNA frequently from 1950 to 


SA | of the Albany Office is requested to 

listen to the eignr reels of enclosed tape to determine 
if he can make a voice identification of KENNETH HANNA. In 
the event this identification can be made, an appropriate 
FD-302 should be prepared by Albany and forwarded to Miami. 
Following the above, Albany should forward to New York 
the eight reels of tape. 


-4 ‘ V 
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New York is requested, after receipt of the 
above eight reels of tape, to interview the switchboard 
operator at the Salisbury Hotel and to determine if she 
can make a voice identification of NATHAN MODELL on 
this tape. In this connection, telephone calls between 
H ANNA and MfiTVRT.T. are set out verbatim in the report of 
SA^ at Miami, dated January 13, 1966. 


In the event this switchboard operator can - 
make a voice identification of MODELL, appropriate FD-302s 
should be prepared and forwarded to Miami. 

New York should also forward to the FBI 
Laboratory all records and documents seized at the time 
of the arrest of MODELL for analysis by the Laboratory 
expert with reference to their gambling significance. 

New York should also intensify investigation 
to develop witnesses who can testify to the gambling 
activity of subjects MODELL and HANNA. 
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DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 
(ATTENTION: FBI LABORATORY) 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 

0 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
NATHAN MODELL 
ITAR; ITWI; - FBW 


date: 7/X4/66 


511279 


be 

b7C 


Re Report of SA 


[ 


1/13/66, at 


Miami . and Los Angeles teletype to bureau. 7/12/66, captione 

ET AL. ITWI - FBW. 00 Los Angeles . ’* 


There is being forwarded by registered mail to 
the FBI Laboratory items which were seized on January 8, 
1966 in the search of KENNETH HANNA* s apartment located 
at 2290 N. E. 170th Street, North Miami Beach, and from 
HANNA *s person when he was arrested. 

The notebook taken from the person of HANNA is 
set forth on Page 83 of referenced report and other items 
taken in- the search of HANNA* s apartment are listed on 
Pages 90-93 of referenced report. All of the items taken 
in the search are being forwarded to the Laboratory . 

Those that are being forwarded are described below: 

A. One brown notebook taken from HANNA *s person. 

B. Three sheets of plain white paper (believed 

to be dissolvable paper) . ' 

C. Yellow lined sheet of paper with numbered 

notations. • 

D. Three sheets of lined white paper contain- 
ing telephone numbers , nickhames , etc . 

E. One brown notebook. 

F. Nine cancelled checks. ! Q O 

(dd- Bureau (RM) (1 -—Package RM§^ ^ j „,&**&* 

1- Los Angeles (166-462) il* < 

2 - Miami 

(1 - 166-359) 

WFHjmbr 
(7) 
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■ G. Plastic envelope with brown spiral note- 
book, small ring notebook and identification folder. 

H. A Bates List Finder or telephone desk index. 

Departmental Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON has 
requested that the material seized from HANNA be examined 
and analyzed by an FBI Laboratory expert competent to 
testify in gambling matters. In this connection, it is 
noted that only items "C" and "D" listed above appear 
to have any gambling connection. 

It is requested that a handwriting expert of 
the Laboratory also make an examination of the items 
submitted, particularly "C" and M D" as well as ’’A”, "E”, 
and "H". The Miami Office is endeavoring to get known 
samples of HANNA* s handwriting and hand printing for 
comparison with the above items. Item ,, F** should be used 
as a comparison standard at this time. In the event 
Miami is able to obtain any known samples permissible in 
court, they will be submitted at a later date. 

The Laboratory is also requested to examine 
item "B”, the blank paper, and be qualified to testify 
to the characteristics of this paper and its purpose. 

HANNA and MODELL are scheduled for trial in 
Miami in October, 1966, 
required at that time, 
for trial in Los AngpLes — „ 

therefore a copy of the results of this examination 
should be furnished to the Los Angeles Division, Los 
Angeles file 166-462. 

The above -described items which are submitted 
to the Laboratory should be handled as evidence and be 
returned to the Miami Division at the conclusion of the 
Laboratory examination. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION b6 

WASHINGTON, D. C. b7c 

to: EBI, Miami (165-592) D “‘ e = July 21, , 1966 




KENNETH HEIGHT miWA, aka: • 

Re: MTMtfMbDBLL . . : ■ 

ITA^j OTI - FBW 



Examination requested by: 
Reference: 

Examination requested: 
Remarks: 


Miami 

Letter 7/14/66 
Document 



The evidence was forwarded, to Los Angeles in response 
to a teletype request from the; Los Angeles Office dated 7/19/66. 
Since only representative photographs were made , this evidence 
should be returned to the FBI Laboratory for. any subsequent 
examinations which the Miami. Off ice may request.. 





Enc losures (2) (2 Lab report) 

Mohr -^— Los Angeles (166-462) Enclosures (2) (2 Lab report) 

Casper '* " . 

Callahan ' - ' ** ' , V , ’ : 

Conrad , ' ' 1 ’ ' h 


IFMM: GW (7) 

)L 27 1966? 


7 mOX ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON/ D. C. 

TQ ^1, IU4A1 (l65-592> / D «te: 

* * : FBI File No, 

_ &ENNETH HERBERT HANNA, akaj L a b . no. 

’ NATHAN MODELL . . 

ITAR; ITffI * FBY/ 


July 21, 1966 
165-1990 
D-511279 BL 


Specimens received 


7/18/66 


Q6 One brown notebook taken from HANNA's person (Item A)> 

Q7 Three sheets of plain, white paper (Item jB) 

Q8 Yellow ruled Sheet of paper with numbered notations (Item C) 

Q9 Three sheets of ruled White paper containing telephone numbers, 
nicknames, et cetera (Item D) , . . . 

Q10 One brown notebook (Item E) 

Qll Nine canceled checks (Item' F) 

' ' ^ i * i , , 

Q12 Plastic envelope with brown spirali-notebook, small ring notebook 
And identification folder (Item G) 

Q13 Bates List Binder or telephone desk: index (Item H) 


Result of examinations 

An examination of Q6 through Q13 disclosed gambling action . 
on a limited scale on Q8 and Q9. 

Item Q8 shows the placement of a wager on the Baltimore Colts 
and Q9 shows the placement, of a number of Wagers on the. Balias Cowboys . j 


- Tolson — 
DeLoach - 

Mohr 

Wick 

Casper — 
Callahan . 
Conrad — 

Felt 

Gale 


The paper comprising Q7 is a water-soluble variety. Paper 
of this type is sometimes used by professional gamblers . 


Nothing else of particular significance was found which 


-could be associated definitely with professional gambling. 


Rosen 

Sullivan * 

Tavel 

Trotter 

Tele. Room . 

Holmes 

Gandy 


— Items Q6 through Q13 were forwarded to the Los Angeles Office 

Iby registered mail on July 20, 1966. Photographs were made of Q3, Q9, 
-§il and parts of Q6, Q10 and Q12 . No photographs were made of Q7 and 
3p.3i . 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


REPORTING OFFICE 


TITLE OF CASE 


OFFICE OF ORIGIN 


INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 



RUCEg Report ©£ SAl 


JUL 2 7 1966 


REPORT MADE BY 


CHARACTER OF CASE 


4/29-7/15/ 66 



USA JDS 


leads to various offices for the imt 
off KEOTETH MIMA t© establish voice 
.tiffy individuals who can and will t- 
gaiabliiig activities have been set < 
eosmunicat ions and are not being re; 


testify concern" 


reported here. 


and Newark 
cerning ‘ the 


York 


nasmch as investigation is being 
subjects by these divisions. 



1. Will endeavor to locate individuals willin 
testify to HANNA °s gambling activities in Miami. 

Case has been: ^feend^rfg over one year |X I Yes j i No; Pending prosecution over six months | | Yes I XI No 


SPECIAL. AGENT 
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Request Reed. 
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2. Will continue to search for handwriting samples 
of KENNETH HANNA, along with appropriate witnesses to testify 
to same in court. 


3. Will coordinate this i nvestigation with the 


case captioned 
Bufile 92-3625, and the case captioned 
ITAR; FEW, 5 ’ 00s Los Angeles 


M 


■Lo_ 


ITWI , 88 00 s Miami, 

ETAL, ITWI; 


ADMINISTRATIVE 

The following information was furnished Miami by 
the New York Office in connection with the investigation of 
NATHAN MODELLo 


- B - 
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NY 165-1344 
ENH:al 
( 1 ) 

New York Office indices reflect the following 
information: • 


On June 3* 1 
hone subscribed to by 


was called from 


On June 5, 1961 call was made to Import aa 
L1Q west 57th Street, New York City, where [ 

Gall was place d from Miami , 
subscribed to by l 



On June 18, 1962, 
by Federal Bureau. nf Tnvesl 
he is a frie nd of 
bel I 


.on agents 0 i 
laut did nol 


I interviewed 
"^advised 
Is name to 


olice 


ztilf 


New York 








FD-204 (Rev. 3-3-59) 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Copy to: 


1 - USA, Miami , Florida 

(Attentions Departmental Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON) 


Report of: 

Date: 

Field Office File 


JUL 2 7 1966 
165-592 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA; 


Bureau File #: 165—1990 


Character: INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION IN AID OF 1ASKYEERING; 

INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION OF WAGERING INFORMATION 


Synopsis: 


FRAUD BY WIRE 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA arrested by Bureau Agents in Atlanta, Ga, 
on 5/16/66 , and released on $10 , 000 bond. — Arrest of HANNA 

based on indictment, SDF, of HANNA J l and 

others, chargin g them with viola tion of T. 18, Sections 1084 
and 1952, ISC. I | Los Angeles, identified 


photos of "blue dox" 


views of HANNA °s acc 


Motions in this case to tee argued oerore <ju®g@ MaRxi®® , ow , 
Miami, on 9/12/66, and trial scheduled for 10/25/66. 


On July 7, 1966, SA| |h@Xd a 

conference with Departmental Attorney JOHNSON , 

presently assigned in Miami. Mr. JOHNSON advised that the 
motions in this case are scheduled to-be argued before Judge 
WILLIAM O. MEHRTENS on September 12, 1966, with the sgS^eguent 
trial scheduled before Judge MEHRTENS on October 25, 1966. 


Mr. JOHNSON advised that he heUMtted the following 
witnesses and testimony will be necessary at the time of the 
trial in order to achieve a successful prosecution in this 
case, with regard to NATHAN MOBELLs 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


1) Individual who can make a voice identification 
of NATHAN MODELL *s voice on the telephone; 

2) Witnesses who can testify that MODELL was in 
the business of gambling at the time of his arrest; 

3) The hotel manager or official who can testify 

to the occupancy of Room 507, Salisbury Hotel by NATHAN MODELL 
and who can produce appropriate hotel records in this regard; 


5) The appropriate telephone officials from New 
York City who can testify and produce the subscriber records 
for the telephone of NATHAN MODELL at the Salisbury Hotel; 

6) Appropriate FBI Laboratory expert who can testi- 
fy to the meaning and signif ieanee of any gambling records 
found at the time of the arrest of MODELL. 


With regard to KENNETH HERBERT HANNA , the follow- 
ing witnesses- will be required? 


of HANNA: 


1) - Individual who can make a voice identification 


2) Appropriate 


Officials who can testify regarding tne suoscrxber 

J -i.~-.Ti a a •*)» YYA A '£* t /vn 


information for the telephones used by HANNA, the operation of 
the "blue box,** explanation of the automatic machine account- b6 
Trier nrintmif.fi. These witnesses will in clude, among others, 


b7C 


3) The FBI Laboratory expert who can testify con- 
cerning the meaning and significance of any gambling records 
etc. found in the arrest of HANNA and the search of HANNA's 
apartment ; 



4) Witnesses who can testify that HANNA was in 
the business of gambling at the time of his arrest; 

5 ) Expert handwriting testimony concerning records 
retained by HANNA, 
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:o Mxand 


Che follo wing background information concerning 

was furnished in Cleveland communication 
ty 12, 1966 s 


1964 Directory , City of Canton, Ohio, reflects 
no Paperback Book Mart, Inc., however. Paperback M; 


owner a 


B53 




ome aaaress io 


Deputy Sheriff 
Office, Canton, Ohio 
could be located for 







Records, Cant 
same date that 


I, Stark County Sheriff's 
y 12, 1966, no record 





employment was li 



Ohio Police Department, advised that |had opera 

the Paperback Mart for over five years ana ne knew of 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION ' 


"1 


Dof— « 5 / 2 q/gg 


On tHay 25, 

1^66* 


was Placed under 

ar-ptapth hy .qaiai 



l -ctx — out; undi'U'HM nnfvn i 

TTTnrrH 

uaiiiornia. j 

Ti.TQ « r^i ri* 

IV 722 ^a-rGvrnGci '■ 

4 St*-Asi Srf C* A 1 


the entire 
was read to 



,nfc filed before the United Ctafcec C gtkz x s s 2. cnep 
|and he wras advised at that time that it would 
him by the United States Commissioner 


be further Axpifl jm'gd frn 

at ^ Los Angeles. [was Informed at 7:05 a.m. that he did 

not have to say fenytrmig and that any information furnished 
by him could b e used a gainst him in a court of law. He was 


w •*'*•*** ^ V WJ. V Vi WCLO 

Jthat he had a right to talk to a lawyer 


informed by SA 

of his -own choosing or anyone else before saying anything at 
all* and if he was unable to pay for a lawyer* the judge would 
get one for him. 


be 

b7C 


/„ 

v r 

: 


St 


•v ‘ 


■ 1 stated that it was his first impression to 

say that he. would not furnish any information until he had 


at m 


» ^ , ~ -'--a •*•*>*-*• w — uuw iac ijiau 

* ^’Ith his attorney; however* he did want to cooperate 
with law enforcement and that it would not be necessary to 
conduct-, a complete search of his residence looking for anv 


b6 

b7C 


A.U , * ♦** ~ JL Vi. Cl 

of the material mentioned and described in the complaint 
against’ him.. At this time*] stated that he had all 


* — t I I »*T ww«.w VV* ViJi 

the material contained in onh .box and agent 


had air of 

;iv7 ; Cr v L — •“«•%:»<-* -w* wuTO^Bu j.u wc.uujs. u£iu agen'03 accompanied 

”5^ ”he -front bedroom of his residence where* from an upper 
s “f J* in , bis closety he removed a box which had been sealed 
with 'masking tape. Shis material xras returned to the living 
i ’ oom <>■?: £he residence. ; 

-i’. ‘ ' * * “ * *■ ' 

$'¥•>'& V 

• , , A >, 

V*’ 

« ^ *. - * V* * 

<Mv:yY.^ 

* 4 l 


f-v 

c' 


in the toe. Wlfe Kei>e 


.^1 explained that all of the material contained 
in th is box . aaa been placed there by himself and that he had 
pl&C6u it? in Iiis closed ciw&jr f2?oEi bis Isbopafeopy in bis 
garage because he had the Intent of dumping this box in the 
ocean the next .time he was on a trip in his boat. . ■■ 


be 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 


he 


had x7ofr 


^ said that it had been quite seme time since 

. . itea^on any of the coxnponents or parts which were 

contained in the box. 
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Dote dictated , 5 / 2 ’jz/66. 
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he did not have anj 


his personal opinion that 


California. said that 

this had been brought Oh When ne had read in c ne local news- 
papers of the arre st of a n Individual he recalled to he 
named MAC KINZIE. | | said that from this newspaper ^article 

and the description or tne device obtained from MA O KXNZIE . — iihat 

he was aware that i t was similar to a device which I 

found to be in violation of the lav;. 

| said that he had made a couple of copies of 
the penal code and believed that they were in the folder which, 
was contained in the box he had removed from the closet. 

I stated he had l 

since reading the penal code and since reading tne 
newspaper article with reference to MAC KINZiii's arrest. 


said that it was his present recollection 


that he hi 


them to an tn him 

These were| , 

only individual wno tiaa | 
individual hnri fjwr> Men m cat 

purpose of | 

said that he di d not know of any oj 
who he may have| , , 

that he could pecaxi. bnaj nm 

by the name of | \ -out was, 

these individuals were to he the 


r the name^aJ 

said that is tne 

and was the only 
icc wish, him for the 

[asso ciates or 
I He stated 

luutioiieu 

it sure whether either 01 
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Cal iitbH 

by l 

California, foi 
employee, retin 


BO<Z*J 


he then was employed 


wfliggif yrauBg- tw raw 


hich he was having 
hat from 
n^i .had a3ke 


bid for thel 

In the amount of abc 
accep ted and he did 


Isu-* 

lat this b 


accen t 



wmcn 

armeas 

explained to 



from this acquaintanceship and workin 

[on one occasion brought to him suil 

ared to fit in an attache case. I 

\ that this innfcyument belonged to a 


e returne 


stated that he had to refer to 
I in order to find, 
After having 
I ana at a later time. 


I i^riYkYATarcl «TsTi ■ikfeit WK Kn9Wl9kWMl^ 


of having t 


j said that the thought of this being] 

or being used for some criminal activity never enuere 
Ind. but that to him this appeared to be a challenge in 


said that he told 


he would undertake the 
hen told him he would 
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need an advance fop the pm^hnna of rtnyfcn. 
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At this time in the lntcrviov/1 Ifurnished this 

drawing which he obtained from the area of hie attached 
garage from the second file drawer. It wa s noted that at 
the top of this drawing was the address of 
which appeared to be handprinte d in pe ncil. 1 
with reference to this address* _ 

n 


to be his handwriting and that 


it would have had no connection with thd 


iJiivu ciues oiuiiuu 

said that this appeared 

e may have .jotted it down and 


| | v; u u o | 

naa oeen an aciciress where he had either 

wuubuur ui- nut/ oiio-s 

htatod that he had never 



stated he had never regarded or considered 


"las "being a hoodlum or a big gangster* but more or less 

-it 


relic that he was' in the category of a con man. 


nor did he Know 


Said that hO had never rififlTfc dlrenfrl xr wlV.h 
individuals named| 

Tfnrfchor nftated ho hari nr>ver> nmr 






E rom anyone using li ne nan-ef 
tated he had never f 


1 nE a 
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hi C 
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were actually cheating the telephone company out of 
.revenue. 


I said that 


land that tnis nas seen within 


le la: 


?qq months, 


lid that 


rec alled thatl I had told him on one occasion fcnat he 

was | 1 hut 

other th an this statement, he had no Intel ing that anyone 
else was! I 


At this time in the Interview, SAL 
the material located in the box furnished by 
receipt was prepared for his signature.,- 



inventoried b7c 
and a 


ey we 


had 'furnished ana also explained tnat 1 
con tn j n g>d 5 n l-.h a box was- one which had 


Istated that he never recalledl 


had never 
or hir.scir, anc 


I whicn ne 


telling 


and vaguely recalled 


him .acacing oiierame tnat ne cquj 


At 8:1 5 a.m, 
witnessed by SA'd 


signed the receipt which was b6 


It is to be noted that| 

•consent of search of his residence. 


also executed a 


| was allo wed to shower and dress a fter which 
he voluntarily exhibited I I the garago 
attached to his residence^ 1 




. ■ At 9s OS a*m.. was transported to t 
of the Federal Bureau or investigation at 13^-0 V;c-r 
Street, Los Angeles, California* Upon arrival in 
he was furnished with a pack of Camel cigarettes t 
request. 
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At* 10:05 a.m.J |was fingerprinted and photo- 

graphed, after which he was transported to the office of 
fchp United States Commissioner at Los Angeles. 

At 10:32 a.ra.., after | | appeared before the 

United States Commissioner, the nearing was continued to 
10:00 a.m., June 8, 1966, in order to allow him to confer 
with his attorney. | \ request fchatjhe.be released on 

his own recognizance was granted by the United States 
Commissioner. The Commissioner ordered that I he 

booked before the United States Marshal and then he released. 


Following 
his residence - in r_ 


release., he was transported to 


o?/ 
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\ FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION '■ 


Kay 26, 1966 . 


• > On May 26, 1966 vfnilo 

was in tho offices of Assistant Uhitod states Attorney, 
JOHN LALLE5T and in the pro sene a of his attorney"^,' 

l of Pasadena, cd ifornia tho gax’o 

I permission to cooperate with the FBI tho \ V 

following inf ormation was developed? ’ 


.Colored ' 8” X iO 11 ' photographs of an 
electronic dovico which had been found in tho • : 

.‘•possession of KEffUBSH HAMA of 2 290 1TE 1 70th. street," " 

•V M iami, Florida wore displayed to| ty ‘ ’’ 

8A| ~l idontified tho electronic 


• thri 


iopictoa in the series of 


56 Pod it i 
of w rkf 


stated that 




, V.** iV. 

i V, J <J - * tl' 
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ky — — I . T7T ^Pote dictated ^ p/2o/o6 

Tjilr d o.Ctf mSent ’•corttolns* notthor -rocommondolfofn 'nor-xoncluslons iof- lho-FBI/lf Hi> fhe*«pv^p©r1y-yoHhe -FBI ond U-loonod *to youroioncy 
ifond lU xonlcmt* ore nol lo be distributed -outside you? og^ncy* ^ ' ■ »< , u 


Atlanta , Georgia , ®n May 18, 
on an indictment returned in the 
Florida on, Ma.v T6. 1966. IMe 


Southern District of 


along with 

of Title IB, Sections 19 bB AM 


other© , with violation 
U. So Code. 


at this time declined to furnish any inf or- 


thereafter released on $10 , 000 bond on May 16, 1966, at 
Atlanta, Georgia. 
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Transmit the following in 

AIRTEL 


F B I 


Date: 8/2/66 


( Type in plain text or code) 


(Priority or Method of Mailing) 


FROM: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 
ATTENTION: FBI LABORATORY 

SAC, NEW YORK (165-1344) (P) 


5128 (?9 


SUBJECT: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA aka; 

NATHAN MODELL aka 
ITAR; ITWI-FBW 
(00 : MIAMI) > 


Re Miami let to Director * FBI, dated 7/15/66. 

Enclosed for the FBI Laboratory are the following 
four items : 

1) One weekly basketball schedule published by 
Multiple' Sports News Service, Miami, Fla. , Volume for 
games during the week ending 1/9/66. 

2) One 4x6 inch white memo page with Hotel 
Salisbury letterhead bearing handwritten notations. 

3) One 5 and 3/5 inch by 6 and 3/4 inch white / / if 

memo page with Hotel Salisbury letterhead bearing hand- f d M 
written notations. / U 

4) One white memo page with Hotel St. Moritz 
letterhead bearing handwritten notations. 

Above items were obtained from NATHAN MODELL pursuant 
to his arrest and search of his person on 1/8/66 at NYC. 

- U TBI U Lab oratory) (Enel. .4) %>■£' ' 

1 ■ ex-104 : G .• , 

«> i 


ent in Charge 
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1 - Lab file 


LAIOKATOK T 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


3! FBI, York (165-1344) 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 
ITAR; ITWI - FBf ' 

(0$: Miami) ; 


Examination requested by: New York 


Reference: 


Airtel 8/2/66 


Examination requested: D0CUIU6H*fc 


5! August 15, 1966 /t 




John Edgar Hoover, Director 


B£fo®Nol65-1990 i 
Lab. NO D-512609 DL 
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.$66^51966 ; v ^ - 

COMM-FBl / - . \ 

Enclosures (6) (Q14 through Q17, 2 Lab report — - 

— 2 - Miami (165-592) Enclosures (2) (2 Lab report) 
— FMMiSP (6) . . t 

= I 



ROOmC 


ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE 

TELETYPE UNIT I ] 


/ 6'3 S' 
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REPORT 
of the 


0 



LABORATORY AjL. 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

To: .FBI j Hew York (165-1344) 


Re: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, akaj 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 
ITARJ ITWI - FEW 


Date: * . 
FBI File No. 
Lab. No.- 


August 15, 1966 
165-0.990 
D-512609 DL 


Specimens received 8/3/66 

r Q14 Weekly Basketball and Hockey Schedule, Volume 4, Number 6, 
v published by Multiple Sports News Service, Miami , Florida 

Q15 One sheet of white memo paper with Hotel Salisbury letterhead 
bearing handwritten notations 

Q16 Portion of sheet of white memo paper with. Hotel ^Salisbury 
. letterhead bearing handwritten notations 

Q17 Sheet of white memo paper with St. Moritz letterhead bearing 
? handwritten notations . 

Result of examination: . , 

It was determined item Q14 is gambling paraphernalia 
of the type commonly associated with professional bookmaking 
based on the Outcome of collegiate basketball contests. .The 
handwritten notations consist in part of the point spreads 
Also included are what purport to be telephone numbers and 
miscellaneous matters. 

Items Q15, Q16 and Q17 were not associated .definitely 
with professional bookmaking operations. 

Items Ql4 through Q17 are being returned to the 
New York Office herewith. Photographs are retained. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVEsSlTION 
WASHINGTON, D, C. 20535 

DATE: 8/25/66 

T0: SAC, Miami ' 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
et ali 

ITAR; UNI; FBW 


fflllifii 




71775c 

•Registered 


.Invoice of Contents!. 


Special Instructions; 

Mail Room: Show shipment date and registry number. 

Shipping Room: Show shipment date; bill of lading number; 
jnitialiiwoice; return to Section checked in block; after 
initialiniinilock, invoice to be placed in administrative file, 




FBI File No, 165-1990 
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DlfFLICfll YELLOW 




1 


T* 

V.:‘ 


TO 


FROM 


OPTIONAL FpRM NO. 10« 


MAY 1962 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 


UNITED STATES G^SRNMENT 


Memorandum 

DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 

date: 


8/10/66 



j^y 

subject: 




be 

b7C 


m 

ten 

Su 

m 


SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 

d 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
ET AL 

ITAR; ITWI; FBW 


.513330 


(00: Miami) 

Re Miami letter to Bureau dated 7/14/66, Los Ang eles 
teletype to Bureau dated 7/19/66 captioned 

T . _ ^ a _ r? • -i ^ 1 ^ z 


letter 


'V AJ V-4-Jk- / ww — — x I 

ET AL. ITWI,” Los Angeles file 166-610, and Bureau 
to Miami dated 7/21/66. ~ — &L 


b6 

b7C 


The referenced Bureau letter to Miami advised that 
the ^evidence in this case was forwarded to th e Los Angelas 
Office for utilization in the case captioned 
ET AL. ITWI. 00 LOS ANGELES.” 



1: Lp§ Angeles is requested to return to the FBI 

Laboratory the evidence which was forwarded to that 
division in the HANNA case. 

The Atlanta Division is requested to forward to 
the Lab the address book which was seized from HANNA on 
5/16/66 when HANNA was arrested by Agents of the Atlanta 
Office. 

The FBI Lab is requested to make a handwriting ^ ^ 

comparison between the address book submitted by the Atlanta 7 
Office and the handwriting in the notebook taken from HANNA s 
person on 1/8/66 designated by the Lab as Q6 and also a 
comparison of* the handwriting and hand printing between 
these two notebooks and the handwriting and printing appearing 




/ 


3) - Bureau t 

2 - Los^Angeles (166-462)* 
2 - Atlanta ( 165 - 265 ) 

1 - 

WFH:vc _ 

a 


Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Pegularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 





MM 165-592 

on the three sheets of ruled white paper containing 
telephone numbers, nicknames, etc.. Lab designation 
Q9.:. 



‘OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
^ 4 ** MAY 1062 EDITION , 

GSA GEN. REG. 'NO. 27 


UNITED STATES G<^^RNMENT' 

Memorandum 


TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 

FR 9JjJ^^G^ LOS ANGELES (166-462) (P) 

subject-:. KENNETH HERBERT ^HANNA, aka; 

Et A1 

ITARj ITWIj FBW 
00 ; MIAMI 


-date: 8 / 16/66 

ATT; FBI LABORATORY 
(D 511279 DL) 


513720 


ss. 


r 


iH 


Re Bureau letter to Miami dated 7/21/66, and Miami 
letter to Bureau 8/10/66. 

In accordance with instructions set out in referenced 
letters, under separate cover, there is being forwarded to the 
FBI Laboratory evidence obtained in the Miami Division in 
connection with the HANNA investigation, which had been be 
forwarded to the Los Angeles Office hv th^ Butpah fm» b7c 
utilization in the case captioned, 


Et Al ; . ITWI", 00: Los Angeles. - I>L 

The following ' items are being returned ; 

1 brown notebook taken from HANNA's pe: 
(Item A) 

Q7 - 3 sheets of plain white paper (Item B) 

Yellow ruled sheet of paper with numbej 
notations (Item C) 

3 sheets of ruled white paper containii 
telephone numbers, nicknames, etc. 
(Item D) 

Q10 - 1 brown notebook (Item E) 

Qll; - 9 cancelled checks (Item F) 


s 

It 

v 

Q6 



Q7 

fc* 



» 

go 

S'* 


Q8 

lo 


Q9 


yr i 


ope with brown Spiral notebook, 
tebook and identification 



Q12 - Plastic en: 

small r&gjf 

folate* o)^ 

i 


(J)- Bureau 

(1 - Package) (REGISTERED MAIL) 
1 - Miami (info) * . ' ■ 

&D/J9i Anseles XJ&il 

V 6) ' 


^ A*J Aft 

' V? 




LA 166-462 


Vr' ’ 


Q13 - Bates List Finder or telephone desk 
index (Item H) 


The Los Angeles Division has no further need of 
this evidence at this time., hut it may possibly be required 
in the future contingent upon the outcome of pending appeals. 
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1 - Lab File 


LAIOKATOK Y 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


To! FBI, Miami (165-592) 



Date: 


August 25 , 19,66 


Re: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 

at al, 

ITAR; ITWIjFBW 
(00: Miami) 


l\ . w 

<1 


7pr 

/ 1 Johr 


John Edgar Hoover, Director 


Examination requested by: 
Reference: 

Examination requested :» 
Remarks: - 


Miami Los Angeles 
Letters 8/10/66, 8/16/66 
Document . 


fifC. I# 

L FBIFlle No - ’ 165-1990 
Lab. no. D-51333Q DL 

D-513720 DL 


A further examination will he made as soon as the 
address hook is received from the Atlanta Office. 


/ 
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Wick 
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Callahan - 
Conrad — 

Felt 

Gale 

Rosen 


Enclosures (2) (2 Lab report) 

2 - Los Angeles, (165-462) Enclosures (2) (2 Lah report), 
1 - Atlanta (165-265) Enclosure (Lah report) ; 


MAILED 19 

AUG 24 1966. 
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REPORT 
of the 


i 


LA BOP, A T ORY * v ' 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


FBI, Miami 


FBI File No. 


KEHHETH HERBERT MM, aka 
aX * 

ITAR ; * ITWI 5 FBW 


August 25, 1966 
165-1990 
£-*513330 m 
D-513720 DL 


Specimens received 


8/18/86, from FBI, Bos Angeles 

Resubmission of Q 6 through Q13, described As follows : 

Q 6 One brown notebook taken from HAHNA.’ s person (Item A) 

Q7 Three sheets of plain white paper (Item B) 

Q 8 Yellow ruled sheet of paper with numbered notations (Item C) 

Q9 Three sheets of ruled white paper consisting of telephone 
numbers , nicknames , et cetera (Item D) 

Q10 One brown notebook (Item £) , 

Qll Mine canceled cheeks (Item F) 

Q12 PXastic**envelope with, brown Spiral notebook, small ring 
notebook and identification folder (Item G> 

Q13 Bates hist Finder or telephone , desk indew (Item H) 

' f ' ; 1 , , 

• . : ' ; 1 . , • .. . _ _ 

/Request received 8/12/66, from/FBlj Miami' . • , ' ’ 

• Renuest u comparison of handwriting in Address booh submitted 
by the Atlanta. Office with notebook ($ 6 ) and with three sheets 
ruled white paper (Q9) 


Result of examination: 

DeLoach"-— — —— It was determined the bulk of the handwriting, 

»° h ; p - h and 'printing and numerals on Q 6 , Q9 , QX0 and Q13 were 

Callahan _ — prepared by one person* . 

Conrad Z . ■ . • ■ 

Fel r 

Gai e Items Q& through Q13 are .being forwarded to the 

sumvan ——Miami Office under separate cover by registered mail. 
P hotographs are retained. 

mktffO) - , . ... 

Holmes [) \ 1 1 1 

Gandy MAIL ROOM I 1 TELETYPE UNIT 1 1 
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MAY 1962 EDITION 
6SA GEN. REG. NO, 27 


r • UNITED STATES . 

' * r% jr 




RNMENT 


*T 




TO 


FROM * . : 
SUBJECT,: 



. DIREGTOR.RBI (165-199P) . ' 

. . ATTN: FBI Laboratory 


SAG, ATLANTA ‘(165-269). (P)- 

‘ o': 

„■ KENNETH HERBERT, HANNA, aka-. ; 


ET’AL., 

ITAR] ITWIj FBW 
(00: Miami)- 


. ' _ “ y> ( 

, dateT ^8/20/66 , ■ 




. . Enclosed- for, the -..FBI 'Laboratory- .is an" address /", 
book -seized from subject HANNA on. 5 / 16/60 .when -HANNA, was. ; '/ 
arrested by Agents .of the Atlanta. Office,/ - . /'* /• . 



, ' . The FBI Laboratory is requested to - coriduct' exami- : ’ 

- nation set . forth' in ; Miami letter to Laboratory, 8/10/66. , . / 

.(Pt .9 -// -3 'Following completion - of * examination,;* the Laboratory '.-1 
is. ireqiies'ted to. returh the address book, to' this office . .;/, 

•*-, . ■ ■ . . -'’/ . ‘*-/ ' 


CO 
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Z* 


§S , 

6*. 

% 

s < 


y. 
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- 

.«'9. 


<rsfr 



y-4 Bureau (Encv 10 
1 -, Miami (165-592) /(info) 

1 - Los Aggeles (166-462) (info) 
3 - Atlanta (2 - 165-269'] 

(I - 165 - 265 J 




■:met . 
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+ C , 
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He:^ 


LABORATORY 


z\ 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

FBI, Atlanta (165-269) Date: 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka} 
Aet al. 

:/\lTAR; ITWI ; FBWj 


August 30 , 1966 
FBI File No. 165-1990 
Lab. no. B-5.14128 DL 


f i 




'eclm^ns received 


8/24/66 


R44 address bools No# 1-321 — —49, containing handwritten 
and hand printed names and addresses 


/ I I\ 

Result pf^ examination 


'.l- 


. \ 




, j\ It was determined the handwriting, hand printing and 
/' numeral^ ^n the address booh designated as Q6, the white ruled 
/ paper designated as Q9, the address bools designated as Q10 and 
the desk index designated as Q13 were prepared by the person 
who prepared the handwriting, hand printing and numberals in 
the address book designated as Q18 f 


Item Q18 is being returned to the Atlanta Office 
herewith. Photographs are retained# 
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1-Lab File 


UIOIATORT 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


9i FBt, Atlanta (165-269) 


3! August SO, >1966 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
et al . 

I TAR; ITWI; FEW 


w 00: Miami 

Examination requested by: 


Reference: 


: Letter 8/20/66 


Examination requested:, 


Document 





John E&gar Hoover, Director 


'“"“S' 165-1990 -fO 
“'f D-514128 DL 


Enclosures (3> (§18, 2 Lab report) 

^ 2 - Miami (165-592) Enclosures (2) (2 Lab report) 

1 - Los Angeles (165-462) Enclosure (Lab report) 
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* 9 , 


OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION, 

- GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 


UNITED.STATES * GO^BRNMENT 



.DIRECTOR, FBI' (165-1990) . date: 

(ATTN: FBI ' LABORATORY) 

SAC, MIAMI ' (-165-592) (P) 

KENNETH HERBERT' HANNA, aka; 

ET AL; - ' • • V 

ITAR; ITWI; FBW .. . : 

(00 Miami) . \ ' ; ' ; / ' 


8/25/66 


. r Re Miami Ijetter to the. Bureau ^ dated 8/10/66. - 

V, • The. Departmental Attorneys in this case haVe" agree d- 
to.- ; make available to. the Defense- Council prior to trial. . ■ - ; 

: Xeroxed copies of material seized .at the time of HANNA’s. 

.arrest', i V- • ' . . ' . , •• A 

’ . - ~ , -/ » . * l . V‘ ‘ / 1 ’Z * 1 »' ' . - ’ ' ' ' <* 

-/ By refer epce'd; Miami lette ; r,' the Atlanta 't)iyisiQn was, 

- r equested’to forward ;tb; : r the;' Laboratory the address book '.-which 
. was seized ‘from HANNA />h T 'May .16,..' 1966,. when. HANNA’ was .arrested 
.‘by Bureau Agents i in Atianta/ . • .. . 

If the.At.lanth Oftice hasr not yet forwarded: this ; 
address' book seized f/qm' HANNA > it .is requested that', two • > , 

, Xeroxed copies of 7 this address : book and contents be made * and ► 
forwarded, to the -Miami,* ;In the event the,, address j 

; book has already been, forwarded to’ the Laboratory, the. .. ,/J 

. Laboratory is fequ.es ted %o make two Xerox copies: aiid forward/ I 
] same, to Miami in order that they ean-fe turned' dyer to. the- . ' ' 

. • DepartmentaliAttorneys... r ; . •/ ' , ' . . . • ■ , 


yjt - ■■ . 





3/- Bureau - 

2 - Atlanta (165-S2'6'5T 
1 .--Miami’ ■ 

WFS: jgm\ 

(6) • ;-*• .j. ; 
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Date: 

8/31/66 

Transmit the following in 






( Type in plaintext 

or code ) 

Vin - * AlRTELi . 

; 

1 f 



(Priority) 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 
(ATTENTION: FBI LABORATORY) 



FROM: 


SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; ‘ 

NATHAN MODELL, aka . . , /•- - 

ITAR; ITWI; FBW . • - ' • . , 1 ■ ,> 

(00: MIAMI) ‘ , 

Departmental Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON, Miami, 
has • requested that the evidence in this case be made >. 
available to him as -soon as .possible, in view of pre- 
trial conferences, at which time evidence will be 
identified and marked for the court. 

New York is requested to immediately forward,, 
to the Miami Division, the four items of evidence, re- ; 
turned to the New York Office by Bureau Lab, letter 
dated 8/15/66, which were, seized from MODELL when MODELL 
was arrested. .• . . ' . . ' . ' . 

The Lab is requested to forward the notebook • 
of* KENNETH HANNA's to Miami, which notebook was seized 
from HANNA at the time of his arrest, on 5/16/66. In 
this letter it is noted that Miami has previously re- 
quested, two Xerox, copies of this same notebook. 


r - Bureau 

- N^w York (165-1344.) 
1 - Miami. ' - 

WFH/mgm • > 


/ 63 ~>. iff o , 


%x\ 


4 SEP 1 196®' 





Special Agent in Charge 








KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
NATHAN MOBELL, aka • 

ITAR; Ml; mt , , 

GO: lllAtti , ! - 



Reurairtel 8/31/66 and reurlef 8/35/66. 

• * ■» (.■ 1 *• ’ j , * 



The notebook seized from KENNETH HERBERT HANNA follow- 
ing hie arrest by Agents of’tft# Atlanta Off ice on 5/16/66 was' 
returned to the Atlanta Office with a Eaboratory report dated 
3/30/6S, This notebook was designated as Q18* In accordance 
with the request by the Miami Office, the Atlanta Office should 
immediately forward this notebook to Miami. ,,, 

' “ , * J ' H ? ' 1 ^ ^ * 'A 

^ v * * ** ^ 

In response to the request from the Miami Of f ice, two 
sets, of photographs of those, pages of the notebook designated 
ns Q18 bearing handwriting are? attached.;"' •- ' ... •' 7-v 
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federal: bureau of investigation 


REPORTING OFFICE 


OFFICE OF ORIGIN 


MIAMI 


MIAMI 


TITLE OF CASE 


DATE INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

SEP 1 8 «» S/26 - 9/6/66 


REPORT MADE BY 


TYPED BY 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 


CHARACTER OF CASE 


ITAR; ITWI; FBW 


REFERENCE 


Report of SA 
at Miami. 


dated 7/27/66 


LEADS 

Leads to various offices for the interview of the 
associates of KENNETH HANNA have been set out in separate 
communications and are not being reported here. 

Copies of this report are being designated for ///V 
Atlanta, New York, and Newark inasmuch as investigation ' 

is being conducted concerning the subjects by these Divisions. 


Case has been: Pending over one year □ Yes gj No; Pending prosecution over six months Yes □ Nc 


APPROVED 


SPECIAL. AGENT 
IN CHARGE 


COPIES MADE: ✓ 

Qp - Bureau (165-1990) <AAM}v 

1 - USA, Miami, Att: Departmental 

■Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON 

2 - Atlanta (165-264) 

2 - Newark (165-663) 

2 - New York (165-1344) 

5 - Miami (3 - 165-592) 

(1 - 162-341) (HANNA) 

(1 - 92-353) 

Dissemination Record el Atta8h4d Report ' 


Request F^ecgl.. 


. Criminal | Division, 


ection 


DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 




is SEP 14 TO 


Notations 













165-592 


MIAMI 


AT MIAMI, FLORIDA 

l f Will continue to identify and interview 
subjects’ associates in the Miami area in an effort to 
locate witnesses who can testify to HANNA's gambling 
activities. 


case 


2. Will, follow prosecutive action in this 


captioned 

origin Miami, BuFile 


investigation with the case 
J ET AL, ,ITWI , ” office of 


4. Will continue investigation to locate 
suitable handwriting specimens of subject HANNA. 

ADMINISTRATIVE / 


mi 




A new case capti oned I l aka 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; aka; I TAR - 

GAMBLING, office of origin New York, Miami File 166-389 
has been opened with regard to the above. 


COVER PAGE 





MM 165-592 


SAI | ©Si' 9/2/66 that J 7 HOGAN. co-fi OMMffla 

with BEN COHEM had advised him that and '' 

others would' probably plead guilty in their respective 
cases. HOGAN toid JOHNSON /"however , that HANNA does h 
desire ‘‘to plead in any case and therefore instant case 
will pro bably be ' coupled with HANNA * s indictment in th 
base and 'HANNA tried ,4 ih both cases at the same 


The information contained on Page, 


■&KS£Iiii!sl 
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Date 


8/18/66 


residence 



fcei&ptione number 1 1 a dvxsed tn&t ne 

is presently empl 

pved for bimselfl 1 

explain 

sd that he 

I to anyone interested and 

that he 
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stated he has k nown KEN HANNA since 


approximately 1953 9 having met HANNA ] 

He described HANNA as a "commission man’ 1 for bookmakers and’ 
explained this term by stating HANNA received a commission of 
the bookmaking act ion which he handled and passed on to 
other bookmakers. I | claimed that he has not seen or 

talked with HANNA for approximately one year. He advised 
that he had read of HANNA 9 s arrest in the newspapers and 
also that he recently heard that HANNA was now living in 
Atlanta 8 Georgia. 
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■v-,,' ,, 


pointed out that heg|_ 


pooKtaaKe rs: 

at one time was 


and has had very litt] 
m mis re gard he claimed that 


is primarily 


HANNA and others, 


e to do with 


] 


along with 
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several 


years ago| 


1 1 t&t&d chat or 

i one oec&EjjMLjmi 

HANNA and 

aop roxima te lvj 

said that this occurred 
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[denied being engaged in bookmaking at this 
time and also aerilea fe eing Involved in any dhhir state activi ty 
in the gambling field. 


itne current 


atmosphere in this field would not make the joto worthwhile , :b 6 

4 
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Miami 


On 


. 8/17/66 


.at 


Miami. Florida 


.File # 
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165-624 


by 


SA 


i b6 

bas b7c 


8/17/66 

Date dictated 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned' to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 





FD-302 (Rev. 4-15-64) 


Federal bureau of investiga 


M 


8/30/m . 


| the Hotels t?hS - 

or : vm iaeuexuy of the interyieting Agent ' and that he , - 
did not. hate to, say' anything j that, anything he did .say -- 
doiftd lie used .against' h% in a. court of law and that 
• before saying.' anything, he. had thS/SigHt; to seek , a^tiee,;. • 
fromra lawyer*' •'* -. V -*v 


^.v ' ad vised that he I |; 

hut that ne nas not] no,. -■ 

-ad vised that he shill pla^S the. hohSeS aha. hetS hi#self ; - 
whenever 1 he .gets a chance.- He- is acquainted with." . . 
EE3WH BMA ^om he 'knows as ahd has been , 

.acquainted fjiyh hi&;fOS a hustfcer Of' yeans He ;%s -uneven. 
.khOim'HftJMA: to hookLlor accept- wagers. He .considers' ' ; . h 
HA3JH& to fee. a ^professional playe^V .tisaning. that HAHHA' 
makes his; living. hetting oh horses and sporting-, eyents* ' 
i^lHA is .the t^e.;who.,iiou:id feet ontwd-pr three horses .. V 
'in--a;:a?ase'4^Wd* one* He-.-would -find out through - 
hiS. sohroes, which houses Hfe&o#- .££& •hash ,c&»nce . of' winning 
h. particular race and than: hat f oh the two- or hhrde horses. 


4Uart®rfeack was Uhafeie to play oh a certain. day a nd t 
.fact - ifould seriously "affacfe the play of, the- tea# 'that 
qUanterfeaek;waS -on> would. 'feet'- the other tea#-. ■/ 


- - ’ «- advised that -the ahoye is. iust general - -d 

Imowledge on his part. . “He cannot specifically -recall - ever. 

. hotting on anything with HAHHJL He . has had very little 
-to do with Mm'ln-thtee,or .four years. -He does. see hi# . 
in different-, places;' in. the |lia#l‘ : 'area.feut;'is. not ..a, close ' - 
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. telephone .-balls withont payihg ,f or: the.' calls-.'-; .He -Stated 
' , that Xpt- his opinion,; a person. . pfbhabXy . : 

. .^ise- the' telephone .mope thaft/the'' average fcookie^ 'e^ecialiy 
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* ' ✓ V* : y' 


v t >, \/v /^/y 


FD-302 (Rev. 4-15-64) 


* 

Ted 


EDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATI 


£ 


n June 27, 1966 

Date : 1 


KENNETH A. DITTMkR was interviewed at his residence. 

Three Lenox Street, Edison, New Jersey. He was advised that he 
did not have to say anything and that anyt hing he d id say could be 
he used against him in a court of law. SAl Itold him that b7c 
he had a right to seek counsel before making any statement. No 
threats, promises, or offers of reward were made to induce him 
to make a statement. 

\ 

DITTM&R said he received a degree in Engineering from 
Princeton University in 1925, although he had completed most of 
his undergraduate work by 1923 . He said his grandfather was a 
veterinarian and his father an attorney. He was married 27 years 
ago and has resided at his present address for 26 years. 

He said that upon leaving college and having a keen 
interest in horses, he became associated with various stables 
in the capacity of groom or trainer. He is presently licensed 
at all three New Jersey tracks, as well as tracks in Hilary land 
and Florida. He has pending an application for a license in 
New York State. 

He holds part interest in several horses, as well as 
the handicap sheet ”Turf master” sold outside track entrances. 

In addition he derives income from some property in Brooklyn, 

New York, and a car wash in Highland Pads., New Jersey, His ac- 
tivity is. limited to the training, the handicapping, and the 
wagering on horses. 

To this end, he travels every day to Oceanport, 

New Jersey, where he spends the entire day at Monmouth Park 
Race Track i He did the same thing during the 25-day meeting 
at Garden State Park and plans to similarly attend the session 
at Atlantic City Race Course. 

He said like all persons who have had a long and close 
association with thoroughbreds, he gambles, sometimes heavily, on 
the outcome of races. Most of the time his betting is done through 
the pari-mutuel system; however, occasionally he will engage in 


e 

0n 6/16/66 Edison, New Jersey # Newark 165-663 
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parlay or round-robin betting with friends at the track , * 

He said this is a common practice among "horse people.” 

DXTTMAR said he has been conducting himself in this 
manner for over 40 years and has never attempted to carry on any 
activity clandestinely. 

He said he first met KENNETH HANNA about sis or seven 
years ago at Saratoga Race Track. He said he was aware that HANNA . 
accepted horse bets and has himself on rare occasions bet with him. 
After their meeting , HANNA came to realize that DITTMAR possessed 
a wide knowledge of horses and would telephone DXTTMAR regularly 
for information. DXTTMAR said he never suspected that HANNA was 
using any toll-defeating device to call him* and he saw no reason 
for him to do so. He said he first became aware of the existence 
of such a device in January, 1966, upon reading of HANNA T S arrest. 
He noted that this was also the first time he learned of HANNA *S 
nidkname "JAP.” 


DXTTMAR acknowledged that HANNA called him occasionally 
during the summer of 1965 when DITTMAR was staying at a rented 
apartment located at 1622 Black Horse Pike, Cardiff, New Jersey. 
He noted that he has made arrangements for the rental of the same 
apartment which he will occupy during the 1966 racing season at b 
Atlantic Cit y » He said previously HA NNA had called him at the b ° 
residence of in Long Branch, New Jersey. 

D ITT MAR explained tnat last year £or the season at Monmouth, he 
found it convenient to rent a room at the residence which 

he used as a place to change clothes and Clean up after working 
with the horses. He said he has had no contact with BANNA since 
his arrest and has been expecting to be interviewed about him. 


D ITT MAR also acknowledged that during his stay at Cardi. 
he had been in frequent contact with an indivi dual he kn ows as 
He said he contacted this person at |and ex- 

cnangea information relative to the performance of horses at the 
New York and New Jersey tracks . . He said he had also contacted 

this individual fr om the I Residence. He said he knows of 

no name o^ her than| [ and has qever heard of I | 

| DXTTMAR claimed to nave gotten I 1 number 

from an uirecalled person in the ho rse handicapping business. He 
said he has never placed a bet with | fi nd their con- 

versations related only to the times, conditions, and general 
performance of horses at various racing distances. 
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DITTMAR said that although horses and horse-betting has 
been his life-long activity, he has never knowingly associated with 
hoodlums v/ho might seek to influence the outcome of a race ille- 
gally. He said he has too high a regard for animals to tamper 
with the health of a horse, nor would he have anything to do with 
any jockey who would deliberately prevent a horse from racing well* 
He conceded that not every horse is urged to his maximum effort 
in every race, but that this situation is usually dictated by the 
condition of the horse, the track surface, or factors other than 
the betting odds. He explained that if a valuable horse is re- 
covering from some infirmity, an owner would be foolish to demand 
that he be ’’ridden out,” thus risking his complete breakdown. At 
the same time, the scrupulous owner recognizing that his horse 
will benefit from training he can receive only in actual compe- 
tition may instruct the jockey, ’’Don’t hurt him...” DITTMAR said 
that in this case the understanding jockey would allow the horse 
to run if he wished but would refrain from injudicious use of 
the whip . 
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Concerning JOHN cA mm t.t., shared qua rters in Cherry 
Hill, New Jersey, with trainer| and D ITT MAR 

last spring, DITTMAR said CAMPBELL is pracxicaxxy ignorant of 
horses, racing, and w agering. He said CAMPBELL ac ts almost solely 
as a messenger for the) | prominent 

Chevrolet dealers . At tneir msxruccxons, u&Mt'aWjuL wagers with 
their money s ince he has little of his own. DITTMAR believed that 
it was at the| |urging that CAMPBELL cultivated an _ as- 

sociation witn hajmna xn nopes of securing reliable information 
about horses. DITTMAR doubted that CAMPBELL. would be capable or 
inclined to use any toll-defeating device but did not rule out 
the possibility that HANNA could have operated from CAMPBELL’S 
home on occasion. 


DITTMAR said that in retrospect the only one of his 
former associates he believed might have had rac ket connections 


was a bool 
heard tha 
move ft to Li 
with 
he 
at 


j.n Cincinnati! he knew as| 

[was in trouble over an income 
[.s Vegas , Nevada . DITTMAR said he has 


He said he has 
tax case and has 
had no contact 


was - 


ToT 

the Illinois 
with him. 


for more than five years , L ‘ He said prior to this if 
owing the progress of a particular horse y parti cularly 


or California tracks, he might call 


]and 


bet 


DITTMAR concluded by saying that he will be available 
for interview at any. time, noting that during the winter season 
he resides in quarters at 1921 Mayo Street, Hollywood, Florida, 
which he described as being near the Food Fair markets 


ie> 
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. At the time of the search of HANNA ’ s apartment 
in Miami January 8, 1966, a sheet of paper containing 
telephone numbers, etc., was found. At the bottom of 
this sheet was the initial M T" with two telephone numbers, 
221-9043 and 221- 9052. It was determined by Special Agent 

| that these telephone numbers are public 
pay station telephone booths in the fropt of the Broward 
Drug Store, ,8651 Coral Way, Miami. 


On August 22, 1966, 
of the Broward Drug- Stnrs. 
at 


Agent 

and after viewing 


ox uorai way, ana wno resides 
was interviewed by Special 
(denied knowing KENNETH HANNA 
a photograph of HANNA, claimed he did 


not recall seeing HANNA in .that drug store. 


| | stated that he has no knowledge of 

anyone using the above described two telephone booths for 
gambling purposes and could not identify anyone who might 
have used those booths on a frequent basis. 


De partmental Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON advised 
Special Agent| on September 6, 1966 that 

the pre-trial conference in this case was still scheduled 
to be held before Judge WILLIAM 0. MEHRTENS in United 
States District Court, Miami, on September 12, 1966. 


The following FBI Laboratory report is set forth 
with regard to the items seized from HANNA at the time of 
his arrest January 8, 1966 and with regard to the items 
seized in the search of his apartment on the same date: 


Specimens received July 18, 1966: 

Q6 One brown notebook taken from 
HANNA’s .person (Item A) 

Q7 Three sheets of plain white paper 
(Item B) 

Q8 Yellow ruled sheet of paper with 
numbered notations (Item C) 

<=*? o 


be 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 


be 

b7C 


be 

b7C 


MM 165-592 




Q9 Three sheets of ruled white paper 
containing telephone numbers, 
nicknames, etc. (Item D) 

Q10 One brown notebook (Item E) 

Qll Nine canceled checks (Item F) 

Q12 Plastic envelope with brown spiral 
notebook, small ring notebook and 
identification folder (Item G) 

Q13 Bates List Finder or telephone 
desk index (Item H) 


Result of examination: 

An examination of Q6 through Q13 disclosed 
gambling action on a limited scale on Q8 and Q9 . 

Item Q8 shows the placement of a wager on the 
Baltimore Colts and Q9 shows the placement of a number 
of wagers on the Dallas Cowboys. 

The paper comprising Q7 is a water-soluble 
variety. Paper of this type is sometimes used by 
professional gamblers . 

Nothing else of particular significance was 
found which could be associated definitely with professional 
gambling. 


On August 25, 1966, the FBI Laboratory reported 
that its examination revealed that the bulk of the 
handwriting, hand printing and numerals on Q6, Q9, Q10, 
and Q13, set forth above, were prepared by one person. 

With regard to the red address book taken from 
KENNETH HERBERT HANNA at the time of his arrest in Atlanta 
on May 16, 1966, the following results of the Laboratory 
examination are set forth: 
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Specimens received August 24, 1966: 

Q18 Red address book Number 1-321— —49, 
containing handwritten and hand printed names and addresses 

Result of examination: 

It was determined the handwriting, hand printing 
and numerals in the address book designated as Q6, the 
white ruled paper designated as Q9, the address book 
designated as Q10 and the desk index designated as Q13 
were prepared by the person who prepared the handwriting, 
hand printing and numerals in the address book - designated 
as Q18 . 


On August 9, 1966, the Jackson Field Office 
advised the followi ng inveat.igfl.tion was c onducted by 
Investigative Clerk 
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On May 26, 1966 , BA AOGMBT ZMOm caused the 
records ■ of the. Nett York Gity Eoliee department (NYGEp) to • 
he checked -for the! following with negative results *,-■ ~ • 



The records of the NYCED ref lee ted. the following; 
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jt. and its contents are not to be distributed^oytsldp your agency^- * ;r , \\ : *_'*“■*/ '' * \ 
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Miami. 16,5-592 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 




a.s , afc ' per? ^©aid^iib© 




$b.e. stated ; ,.: ■• - ‘ '■ f , ^ 

,p \'v v.vV — /. • } - p - : "~ 

a&yiited 'h&xf 'was) 

jEttid. died ofmatete*** ©attsea d^T ^attas^f* visfeb*,. , j*a* ...i* 
six© lived :itt: tti©:. ab6v , e: yes ideft©© - alon© and;,.$3te 
.Sglyori© -'Ipy^ | pL^yin^ &$r ’teil# 

*©ai^©ape^iiii©. $&© '^lia'a- .^©Btd©'d.- t&©x?e, , . ,-. . ;* v ."'v;; * ‘ , ''•/■;■- 


hobbe&v - 


kd\r^#ed;,^li© lm_a«?s 

^sald, • six©. d0j©s Mf$ % S&QW TESH /'H^Tpi ;$$' * -•'; - 


< nt v ;'-- ,: r -y 



. : Miami ,165-592 . 


LF i I e # - 


. Date’ dictated_ 


This ; document contains neilher recommendo tions' nor conclusions of the. -FB1.- It Js 'fhe. ^pr'Operty of the : FBI and is loaned to your" agency 
i Fa rid its conten,fs -ore o'ot'to be distributed oufsid e :,y'ou r;ag ency ^ /- ^ '* / ' “ ^ % > ■'■*', * r ,'~ *? * * ", - ” 




, Dftnart.fflftnlyil Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON advised 

SA on 9/2/66\tp!at J, wnn-Aw co»*jouhsel 

wi'tn. jojijN uujukjn , naa advised h:M that and 

others would probably plead ghilty in their respective 
cases. HOGAN told JOHNSON, however, that HANNA does not 
desire to plead ip any case /and ^therefore instant case' 
will nro bably be coupled wi/th HAlJNA’s indictment in the 
case and HANNA triced in npth cases at the same 
rime . / \ 


C* 
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165-592 


[ineV 


Investigation was donducted by IC 


conriaen 


■ i; M P 


| | requested, this information be treated as 

strictly confidential inasmuch <as- it^was furnished without - 
benefit of a. subpoena ducesytecum. In the evfeht any of this 
toll data is pertinent as Evidence' to\a pending prosecution, 
immediate steps should be/ taken to notify tf>g» .ta^ifgnn 

fn nrrigy Hiafr' awanttaiiBB^e /»a«V Kg made Vi th 

| for the VresdrVati dn 6 t this 

J data pending issuance of a subpoena Vince all | records 
are destroyed after six months 0 \ '• 









TELETYPE UNIT 
oEP 1 4 1966 


ENCODED MESSAGE 


URGENT 9-14-66 


2:34PM EST GPS 


10'DlRECTOR (165-1990) AND NEW YORK (165-1344) 


NEW YORK VIA WASHINGTON* 
FROM MIAMI( (165-592) 


Mr. Tolson 

Mr. DeLoach 

Mr. Mohr 

Mr. Wick 

Mr. Casper 

Mr. Cal! ah am, 
Mr. Conra^Z. 
Mr. Felt „JL 
Mr. Gale fe? 
Mr. Rosen^^L 
Mr. Sullivj n.. 

^Mr. Tavelr 

\Mr. Trotter 

/Tele. Room 

I Miss Holmes... 
| Miss Gandy 


KENNETH HERBErChANNA, AKA} NATHAN MODELL, AKA} ITAR? ITWI} FBW* 

* 

O'* 

v MOTIONS ARGUED BEFORE JUDGE MEHRTENS, USDC, MIAMI, TWELVE 
LAST.,, ME HR TENS INSTANT DENIED ALL MOTIONS EXCEPT RETURN OF CASH 
TO DEPENDENTS. /C 

^ . jf 

Y” PURSUANT COURT ORDER, MIAMI RETURNED INSTANT CASH SEIZED^/^ 

FROM HANNA JANUARY EIGHT LAST. 

NEW YORK REQUESTED FORWARD IMMEDIATELY ONE THOUSAND SIX 
HUNDRED TWO DOLLARS AND TEN CENTS SEIZED FROM MODELL JANUARY 
EIGHT LAST IN NEW YORK CITY IN ORDER THAT MOfiEYjgAN BE ^TURNED^T 
MODELLr NOW IN MIAMI • DEPARTMENTAL ATTORNEYS, MIAM I , c=» 
CONFIDENTIALLY ADVISED 



BUREAU AND NEW YORK WILL BE IMMEDIATELY ADVISED OF DEVELOP- 


MENTS THIS REGARD. 



* ; 


FBI WASH DC 


1966 


relayed to 




UU-iWR.. BOSEN 
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Date: 

9/20/66 

Transmit the following in 




Vin AIRTEL 


(Type in plaintext 

or code) , 


(Priority) 


TO: 

FROM: 


Director, FBI (165-1990) 
SAC, Miami (165-592) (P) 






SUBJECT: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 

NATHAN MODELL, aka hfl, 
ITAR; ITWI ; FBW - 

Rerep SA I < 


Rerep SA| | dated 9/13/66, Miami. b7c 

Attached hereto are amended pages C and 23 of 
referenced report which should be substituted for those 
previously furnished to the Bureau and offices; receiving 
copies of this report. , ' The copy furnished to the Departmental 
Attorney, Miami, has been corrected. - 

A form error has been scored in the Miami Division . 
in connection with the same. ^ ~UZl*!) 


3 U Bureau (Enc. 5)fiilN^uvw 
-X - Atlanta (165-264) (Enc. 4) 

1 - Newark (165-663) (Enc . 4) 

1 - New York (165-1344) (Enc. 4) 
Miami ;• •• v "• ' 

HWS:amc . ’ , - 

(7) 


%// 4 V 

0 

■a . 


/i S'- V ? ? 0 


ES SEP. -23 Mi 


Approved: 


Special Agent m Cnarge 








FD -263 (Rev. S-l- 59 ) 


FEDERAL 


% 


& 


TIGATION 


REPORTING OFFICE 

ATLANTA 

TITLE OF CASE 


OFFICE OF ORIGIN 


KENNETH HEREER 1 
ET AL 


MIAMI 


Aanna, 


INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 


9/26/66 1-5/11 - 9/15/66 


REPORT MADE BY 


, ■ SA 

aka * ’ CHARACTER 


TYPEDBY 


ITARj .ITWIj FBW 


REFERENCES? Report of SA| 

Bureau letter to Atlanta,) 


7/27/66, at Miami, 
56. be 


LEADS? 


- P - 


ATLANTA 


AT ATLANTA. GEORGIA / 

Will report further charges to subject’s home 
telephone, Atlanta 26l-7921j to the paperback Book Mart, 
Atlanta, 872-4046 j to the pay telephones to which HANNA has 
access and which are located near the paperback Book Mart, 
Inc., 975 Peachtree Street, N. E., and to Atlanta telephone 
523-9930 located in the Atlanta stadium and^which telephone 
may have been used by HANNA. 

- A - 

COVER PAGE 


APPROVED , 


COPIES MADEil 


SPECIAL AGENT 
IN CHARGE 


'3y Bureau (165-1990) 

-5- Miami 

(1 - USA, Miami) 

(2 - 165-592) 

(1 - 162-341) 

(1 - 92-353) r x 
3- Atlanta (2 - 165 - 265 ) 
(1 - 165-269) 


Agency 


Request Reed. I Qrffaniz 


Date Fwd. 


How Fwd. 


Disssmtr.crttc^Rcesrd of Attqchod Report 



DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 


SEC- 24 


S£P 196. 




jW.TlG 








AT 165-265 


INFORMANTS* 



On advised he has no 

inf ormation that HANNA is engaged in local bookmaking 
activities and he noted that he is not personally 
acquainted with HANNA ] and has actually never seen HANK 

information concerning ' HANNA I . 

who, is th e | Ittoh 

IHANNSI 


[nformant additionally advised that during his 


N6 I'dfthbr information was dvAiiabld CdhCSmiftg this. — WlWi 
regard to possible bookmaking activities, informant' suggested 
-that in the event HANNA is a large layoff bookmaker it might . 
well be that his presence in Atlanta would.. be known' only to 
a^ifew professional bookmakers since bettors 'would* not deal-" 
directly with this layoff bookmaker * Informant also 
suggested that in the_ event HANNA is connected with some large 
national layoff bookmjaklng operation it might well be that 
he had been placed in', this area to handle all of the layoff 
action within the state of Georgia, thus avoiding numerous 

interstate communications on a daily basis to faci litate 

this activity. Informant concluded by saving that! 

| hd dods .not AssCCiAtS KENNETH HANNA mta | 

Informant additionally advised that | | b6 

is unknown to tiinu b7c 

0n| | reported " that when 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA was negotiating for the opening 
of the Paperback Book Mart at 075 Peachtree Str eets N. E., *>2 

there was an individual named| ~~ |in town b ^ D 

at that time-. According to inrormanp, formerly £6 


COVER PAGE 


tr tf tr 


AT 165-265 


r 


T and lie Is Known to have 


Informant was q uite certain thatf 
•bat I 


hgftn in Atlanta., noting that 


]HacT 


nnf 


— ladvlsed that he had 
KEN HANNA WhSi*ein HANNA indicated he' 

IS manr.ivft ar. r.hf> nreaent time. HANNA mentioned previous 


me a pr< 
l(FNU) 

"they a! 


involvements withl 

SOKOLOFF (phonetic ) from; Philadelphia and that they all. 
were involved in -large sports ‘.-betting activities. HANNA 
additionally complained that the FBI had put a great deal 
of local heat on him since he arrived in Atlanta. 


or for the 


t 


Informant was convinced 
HANNA that HANNA was not directly invqlvefl wiljn 

hut believes that HANNA has bet with 

unable to d^tarmin^ whether the bets were made for himself 


but he was 


operation, 


be 

b7C 

b7D 


b2 

b7D 

b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


ADMINISTRATIVE % 

It is being left to the discretion of the office 
of origin to set forth leads based on review of long-distance 
calls as set forth in details of this report. 


-gr- 
oover , PAGE 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Copy to: 


1 - U. S. ATTORNEY, MIAMI, FLORIDA 


Report of: 

Dote: 

Field Office File H \ 



. 165-265 


Office: 


ATLANTA 


Bureau File & 


Character: 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA* aka.j 
ET AL ’ 


INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION IN AID OP RACKETEERING* 
INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OP WAGERING INFORMATION; 
FRAUD BY WIRE 


subject HANNA’s 

residence and the speedwasn laundromat located adjacent to 
the Paperback Book Mart* Inc.* set forth. Subject HANNA 
observed at A tlanta Braves baseball game 6/29/06 with 
Information set forth obtained from 
application executed by HANNA when applying for apartment 

in Atlanta. Rerorrl rtf gfllps of fib A Pflner~ha.fi lr .‘Rook Mart. 
Inc., accord ing to| 

State of Georgia* set rortn. 


DETAILS? 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions- of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


FD-302 (R«v. 1-25-60) 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

' „ * 

n«*-. Agust 29, 1966 


lords of | . 

1 Georgia-, reflect the following 





AT» 105 - 265 

8/24/66 

Atlanta, Georgia 


„ Atlanta 165-269 

P t I A ft 


.Date dictated 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its. contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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AT- 165-265 

AT 165-269 
JPG: hid 
2 



The above information is confidential and can 
be produced only upon the issuance of a subpoena duces 
tecum. In t he event such is necessary, this should be 
addressed to! I 

ueuigxa. 1 




1 


Jo 6 

■b7C 

b7D 


2 








•FD-302 (R?v. 1-25-60) 


■DERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIQ 


;ati^ 

Date J ^ ly 5 * 1966 


On .Ty ne 29, 1966, KENNETH HERBERT HANNA and 

| were observed, !a;t the Atlanta Stadium, nxxanra , 
Georgia, during a baseball game between the Atlanta Braves and 
the Chicago Cubs. They' occupied seats 101 and 102, Row 3, 
Aisle 215 , The g ame started at 12:30 p.m. At 12: 50 p.m. 

HANNA and walked to Aisle 229 where[ [stood in 

the Aisle facing the playing f,ield and HANNA was in the 
Aisle on the exit side. About eight minutes later they 
returned to above seats wheire they remained except for use of 
restroom and obtaining refreshments, until the eight inning 
when they left the stadium ,in a green Chevrolet , about a 
1966 model, bearing a license with blue background and white 
lettering! 

When. HANNA and I went to Aisle 229 the game 

was in the last ha,lf of the second inning with the Chicago 
Cubs leading one to nothing over the Atlanta Braved. • The 
9,r.ea around Aisle 229 was not occupied nor were any other 
persons observed. It was subsequently determined that a 
public telephone is located in the tunnel of Aisle 229 
where HANNA had remained out' of sight for several m inutes . 

This telephone bore number 404-523-9930 ., HANNA and | 
were not observed making confect with any persons at the 
Atlanta Stadium. 


6/29/66 A 1 3a nt a,. Georgia 

On at j — I 1 

. SA -TOWN .T, T, A NOR VET .n and 
«... SA / jec 


ji Atlanta 165^265 
File 9 Miami . 165 -5 9 5 


.Date dictated 7 / 1 /6g_ 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to j 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. i 
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FD-J02 (Rev. I-2S-80) 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


iy^ON 

n^ July 5, 1966 


A Ticket Manager, Atlanta Braves 

iud, aqvisea tnat seats 101 and 102, row three. 
Section 215, Atlanta Stadium, were not sold for. the game 
. between the Atlanta Braves and Chicago Cubs on June 29, 1966 
He physically produced these tickets in order to verify that 
they were pot sold . Further no other seats were sold in 
the immediate area of above described seats . 


Q n 6/29/66 Qt Atlanta, Georgia 
, SA JQHk’ J . LANGSFEUO /jec 


File # Atlanta 165-265 


.Date dictated 


7/1/66 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions o'f the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 



AT 165-265 


AT ATLANTA, GEORGIA 



KENNETH HANNA .still occupies Apartment P-204 
at 3200 Lenox Road* N. E.* (Lenox Forest Apartments). 


HANNA has a storage bin in Building E of that 
apartment complex 
HANNA told him th 
required storage, 
contain. 


which bin is located adjacent to E-104. be 
?t he. HA NNA, had some boxes which - b7c 
I Idoes not know what the “boxes 


When HANNA last paid his monthly rent* he paid 
in cash the monthly rental. The monthly rental amounts 
to $210. HANNA executed an application which application 
is dated March 23* 1966 * and reflects that KENNETH H. 

HANNA resided at 1213 Hibiscus Avenue, Ft. Pierce and 
had been living at that address for 15 years. He listed 
his employment as being self-employed at the paperback Book 
Mart* Inc.* and a reference was cited as being the C and S 
Bank* 12th Street Branch. 



be 

b7 


The Rets 
Office* according to[ 
concernin g subject 
gambler. 


Gredit Company. W. Palm Beach* Florida* 
l furnished a credit report 
m descr ibed him. as be ing a prof essional 
I was listed as HANNA 5 s I 


(i 





AT 165-265 




f>n 'fliignst 1Q66 J I 

Lenox t'oresr Aparmeht 

Complex, advised that HANNA'S Wife Is working as "a nurse 
possibly out of the nurse's registry which is located 
in ~ the Henry Grady Hotel, telephone' JAckson 3-737°. 

pees Mrs. HANNA occasionally in a nurse's 

unirorm. 


Istated she has no information as to 
the assocka^es or activities of HANNA. 


b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 


She recalled that when HANNA paid his current 
month's rent he gave her $210 in one dollar bills informing,, 
her that this money was obtained from a book store 
operation. 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


KENNETH HANNA listed his Social Security Number 
as 076-14-5329 a nd his address as being Apartment 707 
Landmark Towers. I lis ted her Social 

Security Number as bein g! ' and her address was 

shown as being the same as .KENNETH HANNA. 

Social Security Number was sh yum as helnp 1 

and his address was listed as 


be 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 

b7D 


8 



AT 165-265 


b7D 


On Septan ber 1, 1966, it was observed that the six 
telephones located in the Liggett- Lane Rexall Drugstore, 

996 Peachtree Street, N. E., Atlanta; bore the following 
numbers? 

876-9615 

876-9754 

876-9207 

876-9141 

876-9168 

876-9221 

It was observed that the pay phones located 
outside the 10th Street Washeteria and Clearters located 
10th Street between Peachtree and Juniper Streets bore 
numbers 876-9884 and 876-9969. It was observed that the 
pay phone in the Spanish food store known as the 
"Reconcito Latino" located on the south side of 10th 
Street between Peachtree and Juniper Streets had number 
872-9319 and that the pay phone at the pizza house 
located in the same block and on the same side of the 
street had number 872-9170. 

An outside pay phone located at the southwest 
corner of Peachtree and 10th Streets bore number 876- 9761. 


FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64). 


Transmit the following in 


AIRTEL 


Date: ‘ 10-3^66 


(Type , in plaintext or code) 


(Priority) 


•DIRECTOR, FBI (165-I99O) . 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592') - (P) 


FROM: SAC, MIAMI I 

SUBJECT:' KENNETH' HERBERT. 

. " ' NATHAN MODELL 
• ' ITWIj ITAR; FBW 

(00: Miami) ■ 


NA, aka; 


On 10-3-66, subjects appeared in 'u. S. District 
Court, Southern' District of Florida, Miami,’ before USDJ, 
WILLIAM 0 . MEHRTENS for trial. The subjects .waived their' 
right to a jury trial... HANNA agreed to the, truth of the 
- allegation, in Count 1, Title 18, ,'USC, Section 1343; both 
subjects also agreed to r the , truth of the allegations in 
Counts : ;4 apd .5^ Title. 18, USC, Sections 1084 and 1952 
'respectively.. . Judge, MEHRTENS ..aliudg^A- b-Oth subjects; guil ty, 
and requested & pre^senienee investigation . . 

Departmental Attorney,' WALLACE “JOHNSON, advised ■ 
that the -Government is dismissirig Counts 2 and 3. . 

*' JOHNSON fnh-hhp-p arlvi that-. f-.hfe mrs involving; . 
HANNA as a subject .‘'With- concerning -usage 

of telephone 'credit ear as was' oemg aismissed by him. 

: HANNAH and MODELL were represented .by Miami ” " . : , 

attorneys BEN. COHEN and JAMES J. HOGAN. * . •• 


3vBureau . 


2-Atlanta . ' • . a 

(I-I65-265) (info)' 

' (1-165-269) (info) 

• 1-New York (165-134.4); (info) 

^EJS/al 1 (1-165^592) ! 

?£?/* 1 ■•.( 1-165.-594) 1 


^ 41 / £; 


f T0 


iS OCT. 


\pproyed: ' : f i ; / ■ t/rifri / 

O S OCi ^p3ci4^enfwflXhar^e 


-TELETYPE UNIT 
DEC 2 1966 
ENCODED MESS 


rsr~~ 

V^Mr. 



Tolsom 
Mr. DeLoj 
.1 Mr. Mohr. 

ificl 

YMrTCasper™. 
Mr. Callahan. 
Mr. Conrai 
Mr. Felt^ 

Mr. Gal* 



i 


NR — - 3 —-- 

5-03 DEFERRED 12 / 2/66 RML 

TO DIRECTOR (165-1990) AND NEW YORK (165-1344) 

NEW YORK VIA WASHINGTON (ENCODED) 

FROM MIAMI 




Mr. Sipivan„ 

|Mr. Tavel 

"Mr. Trotter.... 

Tele. Room 

Hollies.. 
Miss Gandy_„ 

T?? 

bo 
b7C 



KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA, 


A 


^nsnortafcion in AM of 

ibtfe #5* ft* ^7 Ufj&tZv 

Fal. itar; itwi; fbw. r 

Interstate Transmission ..of Wagering Information? 

WVNS% £>i$r&cr*Jug>4£ 

HANNA APPEARED BEFORE WILLIAM 0. MEHRTENS, iJSDJ, SDR, 

MIAMI, INSTANT AND SENTENCED AS FOLLOWS: COUNT 0$E-^ CFBWlflg^^,^- 
SENTENCE SUSPENDED, FIVE YEARS PROBATION; COUNT FOUR 

Interstate Tranamissiotf ttf Wacrering ^ 

UTWI) SENTENCE SUSPEN l^/^I^EgY^R^PROBATTON; COUNT FIVE - 
tntersW* Tranwwrtation in AM of Racketeering cfv f 

(ITAR) SENTENCED FIVE YEARS CUSTODY A 6^ SIX MONTHS OF WHICH 

IN PRISON, FOUR AND A ®F jIyeSr! 1 s(Is§InDED, FIVE YEARS 

9 T t T 

PROBATION AND TEN THOUSANDiF&OLLARS iTNE. « 

rHs ■ 

COUNTS TWO AND THREE TO "BE DISMISSED BY GOVERNMENT. 



RE NATHAN MODELL - COUNT FOUR - TWO YEARS CUSTODY AG, 




SIX MONTHS OF WHICH IN PRISON, ONE AND YEjp^U^EW)ED' ^ 

AND FIVE, YEARS PROBATION. COUNT FIVE - SAME AS C OUNT FOUR, ^ ' 


BOTH* SENTENCES TO RUN CONCURRENTLY. DEFENSE COUNSEL INDICATED ^ ^ 
, „J DEC 6 > 

o|#Pj:AL S ftp HIGHER COURT WOULD BE MADE. 

* Pt> 

6NDE CR - 


1 p 1 5 


MU 

\ " ' 

i5V 



MR. DELOACH FOR THE DIRECTOR 


FBI WASH DC 


be 

b7C 


rox w non l/u . j j 

CC; MR, GALE ■ — ' 


relayed to, 




u 


December 2, 1966 

SPECIAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 

Kenneth Herbert Hanna , report- 
edly one of the larg^K bookmakers 
in the U.S.,ran his '^okmaking oper- 
ation from Miami , ‘ Florida . Evide nce 
and records subpoenaed froml I 


Hanna and Model! arrested 1/8/66; 
on 10/3/66 both found guilty to 
violation of antigambling statutes. 
Hanna also found guilty to .FBWud 
By Wire Statute. Both sentenced 
12 / 2 / 66 . 

hlD 



FD-263 (ReVlVWfS) 


federv^L bureau of investigation 


REPORTING OFFICE 


OFFICE OF ORIGIN 


MIAMI 


MIAMI 


TITLE OF CASE 


f s L 

KENNETH HERBERTS HANNA , ‘ aka; 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 


12/9/66 


REPORT MADE BY 


INVESTIGATIVE PERIOD 

9/13-12/2/66 


CHARACTER OF CASE 


TYPED BY 


REFERENCE: Report of SA 


ITAR; ITWI; FBW 


9/13/65, Miami. b6 

b7C 


- P* - 


ENCLOSURES TO BUREAU : (8) - Two disposition sheets, one' for each 

subject; three copie's each of two parole 
reports. _ - 


LEADS 


MIAMI 


AT MIAMI. FLORIDA 


ffi « Will follow the appeal in this, case hhd insure the 

” jg Bureau has copies of briefs filed. , „ . 

II / .... /- 


- A* - 

— COVER. PAGE - 


Case has been: pending over one year | | Yes jXj No; Pending prosecution over six months 1 Yes [ 1 No 


PECIAL AGENT 
INCH ARISE 


DO NOT WRITE IN SPACES BELOW 


COPIES MADE: 


'dD- Bureau (165-1990) (Encs-8) ffa3\ 1/ f * 
1 - USA, Miami (Attn: .Departmental * . — 

Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON) 

1 - Atlanta (165-264) Clnf^^-'^e . -o 
1 - New York (165-13W(fnfoXvb7c I 

4 - Miami (2 - 165-592). 

l (1 - 162-341 - ttawwaT — ^ 


- 5t 


a ' I 

~ 92 " 35 l i;B l— 

{P DlssemfncTtlonTRecord of Attached Report 

^21 — « ^ CC A ' — - O H iinnl Divisi 

Request r ^ n j ? p r i . \v/ ^yirior Sect; 

Date Fwd, Rqqqi C&5 <2- j~ 

How Fwd 7 > o I A Kt 4 


Notations * r 


Agency 
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ITED STATES, DEPARTMENT: QF^USTICE 

, ’ FEDERAL BUREAU OF’ INVESTIGATION'. \ . 




. . Copy to: 1 


Report of: - 
Date: 


•' /•. X*:-- USA,; Miami, Florida ... ; V* : ■ 

; . (Attention:. ' p$paa?tme^ai^ JOHNSON)' 


' 12/9/65 • 

' , Field Office, File NoV:, ~165r*592 


\’b6 


/ b7c • MIAMI,' FLORIDA . ' , *' 

■ : ' -• - Bureau File No.:. 


" 165-1990 


Titles- 


!; KENNETH HERBERT. HANNA;/ 

nathAn -modell $ ... ■' •• 


Character:, 


. INTERSTATE' TRANSPORTATION -IN. AID OF. RACKETEERING; 
INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF WAGERiNG INFORMATION: 

1 'Fraud By-wiRir •-;/.(:. -t 1 ..--' v*,' 



b ; Subjects on 10/3/66 ; appeared /in USDCj SDF, Miami, / Fla;,- before- 

, ; ' .. v USD J, WILLIAM 0. MEHRTENS and. Waived right to jury trial. , : ■ •/- 

• H^NA-agreed to' vt rdijh /of:*.. allegation' ■’•i.n'--Indic tiaeht Count .1,/?;/ 

. " Title 18, ^SC,. Section 1343. /’Both subjects agreed. to'Jjiruth/V.’S- 

• * \ > , of al legamons ins Counts; %■}. and: ;5 Title .1$ , USC j ? Sections ; V . r,', *• 

" 1084 .and ^ 52 v • Judge MEEDRTEljrs; adjudged both guilty/ and on* 

-;^/2-/6Q:y‘ ^ntenc^ MODELl to 2 * years, cus tody AG, 6 i ' 

- . .. \// Tl/year^ years;, probation;. . i^n' //; 

: \ : c ount ^dudg^^EEHRTENS'^ ''also sei^tenced^ MODELL. to: same Sentence 
. ;//on ,Cbuirt^,; botif sentences, to. run cobcprrently . ^On 12/2/66, , 
Judge MEHRTENS. sentenced HANNA on Counts 1 and; 4 to suspended ' 
V , sehtenceS 5 years probation ari^v on:’ Count 5/ 5 years .custody / ' / 

- : /•. AG, .6 months in^priSon, 4i-:years suspended, * 5 years, probation r • 

. .and $I0,.Q00- fine, . Counts - 2 ; and 3 to be . disfeis.se dv. Defense 

' : /counsel /-indicated /they- would 4 - . appeal '• conviction. 5 \T^o convictions , ? 

. . :$10, 000 fine. • . /' * ■/ >// ///; - ■ -7 'v,.". V' 7 , 


- p*.;-:; • 


DETAILS: 


’ : ■' ';-//.^;'pct6ber';'S> 1966 ^'.KENNETH ; HERBERT -MNNA, aind NATHAN' •' 
MODELL appeared;, in *U; S=. District' Cpdrt, Southern^ District of ' W 
.•/•Florida sii Miami Florida;; "before :,Ui ,S. District Judge WILLIA-M 07 
,:;^ffiHRTENS . ,v HANNA- and, MODRLL; were' represented ',by ; - h.ttorneys 'i. -V, ' 


This document contains -neither recommendations nor conclusions of „the FBI. It- is the . property of the EBI and is loaned .to - your -agency; .-it and 
- ' < ' ' '' V its contents, are not to Redistributed outside your agency, 1 : - r f 


: i’ 65 - 5’92 


-►/''BEN COHE$f. W#.' HOGAN w - The , 2g*$f e6#s‘ $aived' t)ieiy •> vy: 

•';• -right' . *p;?a jury , -ifriai . \HANNA . agrp^v^Q* /the .ftJiTith . -6jf :,'v’ 

v the/ailegialioii- in the ! i-adid tmen^vas/ ''r,-. l ' ; Titie/-18/ -/V\ ! 
/. . Vip S.^pode:^ Sediien ’1343v > agreed/ , / 

.V.'vt’^'the ”tru%;:pf,.:the aildgdiidnsvi^ J-feo/V/ ' , 

-POdunts. /' ^Tit&e * ^6d?J;i-!pns'> J6B*4 t&iid : -r 

■;« both ; -V ; ; 4 ’y 

?>A' : 's^bjpcts^igd^ty’^^nd: reqddsted" a^prW^d.d^Wdpei inveetidatioih.. 4 

' J „ -> *■ *'v_ '■->**’. . u v '"' /’ t £' ' \ , ; * *■* ' , y ’’ ‘ 3 " ,/ ' W ^/ ; '^'Xr - v * ,''V - ' * ~ '>, ,^ ^ 

'., v- .'■ -■• ' -/' ^^;0dt:6eceiftdler -^^i96.6^^^]I^D^t(-r.^d : ^Mi^A appeared ' 

fcefdre\<ifo^;Wifo^ in J .V-* 

£• Goutherir '-pi^riets'oje- .Klprida,- Miami:*'/ 

> , ; :, .They.;- were ©hs e ; C? > HOGAN/' iyi* ■•■ ;- 

\ ;, ^dndgd/ilE^l^N^ MODElA *./,> > >}. 

t/ /■ yedrs,. ’'En^dfi^bdy;/-d^; iHe ^Attorney ‘ General $>• 

.f/Zderyed /sehiencbv an^^ 

//‘Spr^ sddienceS/ /dn/Cbdni /df. tp • ■; /; 

* : \ ‘;the, : sa,rae sdnteripes^.iP- run 


\dnd£© 4 . > v.,/ 

/ ^ -^ay e^HAOTA'^ /suh;^ And. ^yd./^ears.- 

"•/'Jge' se'hi‘inced/ljA^^ KijaJcud^oW 

V; ^hlp fiVnl civ n 3 -hr* hp QPTVAfl iv Q'nfn f; ' ' 1 c : 


: i:hai /should either .d%^ihTe twd ;■ ,eh<Ia^its vbeV ^rph^Hh / hacK ihtp ~ 5 
* h i s , c purt -aga in, , f or !; gaHbll ng . c har g ds/, ■ lie wduld ’hev oke the ^ ’ ,, 


r, ; .suspended dentepces/ 4 and; ijhey. wpdid'"haye* to .serye-the*::'entire] (; 

/’ : ;'‘peripd/in;^dA^K^'V^ 'V-/v-/'v V' ////>/• '.. ’• " 

* • ■' '■'• :..y k -‘ ; >'/' ■• y : >’v.‘. v >/-.'■■ . •., ■Vi' 1 -'’* H v -''‘'’”'-y , - , >,‘:i.j'."., r . i-\, 

^‘.//.i v/ ? v r';,-^>.l|efettsd-: i 'c.dunse.lfdAMES/ : ^/hj^G^^^^^^^ 

n ; :‘ .wap. hid : intPhiioh ^dr-Appeai^theyguilty/yprd^ 

'•V appeal- %duld h©^ ^ ^a-sed^ ; dh ? ^ ^ ithd -iegdldiy pi/ ih|r Pl^denpe; ,idbr /; 
“f ^taine^; hy the '^eiephdhe compahy . id '; mdria : toring/^NNA -f ‘’tefL.e^'-.T 
■ "phone-/ r v':c; {'/ 
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FD-36 2 (Bey. 11-21-63) 


$ PAROLE R E P O R V 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Reporting Office 

MIAMI 

Name of Convict with Aliases: 


NATHAN MODELL, aka 
Nat 


Office of Origin 

MIAMI 


port Made By 

b6 


b7C 


Violation: 

INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF WAGERING 
INFORMATION; INTERSTATE TRANSPORTA- 
TION IN AID OF RACKETEERING - 
GAMBLING 


Outline of Offense: 


Violation of Federal Gambling Statutes in that he used 
interstate telephone facilities to transmit wagering 
information and to make wagers on sporting contests; 


Date and place of indictment; 
or information filed: 


2/15/66 - Indicted Miami, . Florida 


Code and section under which charged: Title 18, U. S. Code, Sections 1084 and 1952 

Section under which sentenced: SectiOHS 1084 and- 1952 

Date and nature of plea: 3/18/66 - Not guilty 

Date and place of conviction: , 10/3/66 - Miami, Florida - Stipulated to truth 

of allegation in indictment and found guilty. 
Date and duration of sentence: 12/2/66 - (1084) - 2 years custody of Attorney 

■ ; General; 6 months in prison; 

Fines: None / \\ years suspended, 5 years 

probation - 

Aggravating or Mitigating circumstances: - ,(1952) — Same — to run concurrently 

There are no known mitigating circumstances. 



This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 
your agency; it and its contents are not, to be distributed outside yourxtgency. 
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D-36'2j^Rev. 11-21-63) 


# PAROLE REPO I# 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Reporting Office Office of Origin 

MIAMI - MIAMI 

Date 

12/9/66 

Name of Convict with Aliases: 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
Ken Hanna, 

"Jap," 

"Curly" 

Report Rv 

b6 ’ Typed By 

•b7C 

ggr 


Violation: 

INTERSTATE TRANSMISSION OF WAGERING 
INFORMATION; INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 
IN AID OF RACKETEERING - GAMBLING; 
FRAUD BY WIRE 

•t. 


Outline of Offense: violation of Federal Gambling Statutes , in that he used 


interstate telephone facilities to transmit wagering infor- 
mation and, to make wagers. Used electronic (fevice to defraud 
telephone company out of toll charges for' long distance 
telephone calls. 


Date and place of indictment; r 2/15/66 - Indicted Miami, Florida 

or information filed: , 


Coile and section under which charged: Title 18, U. S. Code, Sections 1084, 1952 & 1343 
Section under which sentenced: Section 1952 

Date and nature of pi e °: 3/18/66 - Not guilty 


Date and place of conviction: 10/3/66 - Miami, Florida - Stipulated in court to 

truth of allegations in indictment and found guilty. 

Date and duration of sentence: 12/2/66 - (1343) Suspended 5 years probation 

, , (1084) -r Suspended 5 years probation 

Fines: —$10*000 (195^). - .5 years custody of . Attorney General, 

* '*Tr -6 months in prison, 4-| years 
Aggravating or Mitigating circumstances: - suspended and 5 : years probation 

, There are no known mitigating -circumstances ; 



m 


Approved 


Agent in Charge 


Do Not Write in Spaces Below 


Copies Made: 

3 - Bureau (165-1990) 

Dissemination at SOG 
2 - Bureau of Prisons 
Date Fwd.: 

By: 

K- 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. 
- your agency; it and its contents are 


It is the property of the FBI arid is loaned to 


tre not to bedistributed outsidevour agency.. 
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aftiVal 


b6 

b7C 


SAC, K£aJ»i < 165^594) 


-1990) 

February 1, 196? 


6131 IB) 


0IRECm* fbX (105-1999) 


\ 




OTl! 1VAK; 


b6 


aha 5 et al*s , 7 „ 

ccnspxea6y b7c 


■■a 


Seforence is dad© to your airtel dated January 24 , 1 967, ' J 
wherein you stated the trial iii captioned matter is scheduled to begin 'X 
at t'iisrai on Harcb 8, 1967, and that the presence of the FBI. Laboratory ^ 
and Fingerprint prsunincrs is desired .**» -fcfrg>* t? raw . mna Laboratory . <v 
examinations ware ©ado by. Special Agent 1 1 — J ^ 


lend th© 1 , finger- 
Both 


— mrshiuH 


print examinations by Fingerprint Examiner 
are available on Iferch .&» 1867 , or shortly 

advise the Bureau as soon as possible of the’ exact date on which their ^ 
presence is desired in order that their absence from headquarters may nv 
be kept to a minimum. ' , ■ ■ ‘ i . — 

'' ^ ~ 

The PBI Laboratory has -ma ffa numerous exarainafrlp tm in 
connection with evidence related to 
dated duly 12, I960. ttiaml file ,165 


31 


be 

b7C 


13% *1 £3| 

-494 ? bureau tun ibbLisos, the , S 
liiami Office submitted numerous pieces of evidence. $he results of rf” 

these examinations' were covered in Laboratory report, B- 51X120 ■ BL dated § 

duly 22 9 1906. , . ' g 

'. /' • • § 

— : Tn connect ion with a related matter 3 the case entitled " '- ■■ 

I alfc&l AB;. IGA* Hiaml file 92-353, Bureau ' file . $2-3623, 
the FBI Laboratory' received numerous pieces of evidence, -The results 
of these examinations were sot forth *in combined Laboratory report ■ 
3M*96$04 BL, B-4 97X18 BL, 3D-4971S6 ’LL, B~498204^fL and B-436S39 BL, 
there is -also tit© case entitle d Kennet h. Herber^ g anna . a kat at al.$ XXAE; 
X$$I » FBI?, Hiami file 165-592 „ Bureau file . 195-1930., in which numerous 
pieces of evidence were examined, topics' of all Laboratory reports 
were designated for the Miami. Office, . 

In view of the great amount of evidence received , you should 
advise the. Bureau exactly what evidence the Government intends , to 
introduce «. You should cite Bureau file numbers, 'Laboratory report 
numbers and other 4 pertinent data, •' Also advise •■whether" only" gambling 
(bootoakin^) testimony is desired or whether .both gambling and hand- • 

V writing testimony will -be expected. Special Agent is qualified 

K“‘.r ±Q ^ andl ® *** **$?»■ gjspyuKIE IRluI " 


b6 

b7C 


•DeLoach 
Mohr 
Wicfc 


In the tb&gl paragraph of your airtel dated January 24, 1967, 

be 


r^i p r , e h r , ^0'tt r indicate additional handwriting examinations may be requested., 
Conrad -istdditlbnaX handwriting samples, relative to this matter .jshou'’ -* 


^utm ifted to the FBI Laboratory as soon as 


Sullivan . 

Tavel 

Trotter . 



'U> 


•Tele. Room 

Holmes -I* GW 

Gandy ^ g ^ 


^Ig^lulile 165-1990 


****** 

MOT RECORDED 
tso FEB .6 1967 


MAIL ROOM □ TELETYPE UNIT HZ] 


, 4*^, 


■ I*S 
£99 
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PTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1952 EDITION 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES GO 




'WMENT 

idum 


/ TO 


Memorandum 

DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 


FROM 


%y 


subject: 


SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 

O 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
NATHAN MODELL, aka 
ITAR; ITWI; FBW 
(00: MIAMI) N 


* 




date: x 2/2/67 


at Miami/ 


Re report of SA 


dated 12/9/66, 


b6 

b7C 


p 


7 Iff 

7 . ' fV. 


/.'-■A 

1- ’ 


As set forth in referenced report, subjects on 
October 3, 1966, appeared in United States District Court, 
Southern District of Florida, Miami, Florida, before United 
States District Judge WILLIAM O. MEHRTENS , and waived the 
right to a jury trial. Subjects agreed to the truth of 
the allegations in the indictment and were both judged 
guilty. Defense Counsel for the subjects indicated , they 
plan to appeal this conviction to the Supreme Court if 
necessary. 

C 

( This appeal will be based on the legality of 
^evidence obtained by the telephone company monitoring and 
"'.taping telephone conversations on HANNA's telephone, 
inasmuch as the subsequent decisions in this case may 
/4^^cjt similar cases in other field divisions, the Miami 
Diyx^ipn is forwarding to the Bureau as information the 
, -fr^nsc^pt of proceedings on motion to suppress the 
eyid.encei;;in, this case as well as the memorandum of opinion 
on ,th.es^ 4mp_t ions by Judge WILLIAM 0. MEHRTENS, United 
c^aPoa^fif].^ ct Judge, Southern District of Florida. 


States-] 

v- 


Vr- 


r the mror- 

/qqO 7 Sf 



^'V/'.’^)%$’'appeal briefs are filed, copies of these 
briefs 'wi.i'i ^l : sb7be, fl .pbtained and forwarded for the infor- 
mation of the'- 

Bureau (i 
1 - Miami 
WFH/mgm v 
(3) 

Buy U.S. Savings Bon^Meghi ;,. r ;h ^ p ayro n 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

MAY 1952 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 


% 


UNITED STATES GO^RNMENT 

Memorandum 


W 


TO 


FROM 


%y 


subject: 



62 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (C) 

KENNETH HERBER^HANNA , aka; 
ET AL 

ITAR; ITWI; FRAUD BY WIRE 


date: 3/15/67 


Southern 

Bell Telijjiiuiie anu ieiegrapn company, aovissb that the 
telephone company has reviewed the automatic message 
accounting printouts for HANNA ' s telephones during the 
period that HANNA utilized a ‘’blue box” and on each 
of the calls has determined the charges to a location 
in the Area Code wh ich is t he closest location in that 
Area Code in Miami. explained that since they do 

not know in each case wnere the telephone call actually 
terminated, they are us ing ' t he above procedure to 
compute the telephone bil]..-\ advised that the 

telephone company is consequently sending HANNA a 
telephone - bill in the amount of $1,392.77. This "bill 
is being sent to HANNA at his Atlanta address. 

The above is for the information of the Bureau 
and Atlanta. 


be 

b7C 


, , advised that in the event the 

telephone company is successful in collecting this bill 
he will advise the Miami Office of the FBI. 


v EX-ioa 




bo 

b7C 


/Of 

10 


S- MAR SO 1967 


(j^)- Bureau 
2 - Afflantfu (165-264) 

, (ffIitP-268) 

8 2 

<r- 162 - 341 ) 

^FJi/vas 




Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Bay roll Savings Blan 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

MAY 1962 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 


UNITED STATES ^j^ERNMENT 

Memorandum 



to : DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 


date: March 21, 1967 


FROM- 


AP 

subject: 



P&C, MIAMI (165-265) (P*) 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka.; 

NATHAN MODELL, aka. 

ITAR; 

ITffI; 

FBW 

00: MIAMI 

Re Miami letter, 2/2/67. 


Departmental Attorney WALLACE JOHNSON advised 
that counsel for subjects have not yet filed appeal", 
briefs in this case. 


This case is consequently being placed in a 
pending inactive status, and these briefs will be obtained 
when filed, and forwarded for the information of the Bureau. 
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Bureau 

Atlanta 

Miami 


(info) 


(1 - 165-592) 
WFH/neb 
(5) 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

MAY 1982 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 


UNITED STATES G(jjjlRNMENT 

Memorandum 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) DATE: 4 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (C) 

KENNETH HERBERT^ANNA , aka; 

ET AL 

ITAR; ITWI; FRAUD BY WIRE 

Re Miami letter to Bureau, dated 3/15/67. 


4/6/67 


FROM : 


subject: 


Southern 

Bell Telepnone ana xeiegrapn company, Miami, Florida, 
advised that the telephone company received in response 
to a bill sent to HANNA a certified check dated March 29 , 
1967, payable to Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph 
Company in the amount of $1,392.77 which check was drawn 
on the 'Citizens and Southern National Bank of Atlanta, 
Georgia;. Th|s checks from HANNA was forwarded by JIM 
HOGAN, ;Attorggy for -HANNA, who requested a receipt 
acknowledging£paym<pu|p in full.' 

Inasmuch ua« the FBI investigation of HANNA's 
illegal use a’^lug box'* resulted in determination 
of this .telephone bi|l and collection of same, the Miagii 
Office is claiming tils amount as a recovery value. 

RECOVERY - $1,392.77. 


2 J- Bureau 
3 - Atlanta 

(2 - 165-264) 
(1 - 162-268) 
3 - Miami 

“ 162-341) 

WFH/vas 

( 8 ) 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 


GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES GCHIN: 


MENT 


Memorandum 



DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 


date: 5/16/67 


FROM 



subject: 


SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P*) 

KENNETH HERBERT IOANNA , aka 
ET AL 

ITAR; ITWI; FRAUD BY WIRE 
(OOrMIAMI) 


On May 9, 1967, Departmental Attorney WALLACE 
JOHNSON, Miami, advised that the court in Miami has granted 
an extension to HANNA’s counsel until June 21, 1967, for 
the purpose of filing the Appellant’s Brief. The above is 
for the information of the Bureau and Atlanta. 



I 



J2)- Bureau 
2 - Atlanta (Info) 
(1 - 165-264) „ 
(1 - 162-268) 

2 - Miami 

(1 - 162341) 
WFH/vjl 
( 6 ) 
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|^^I&NAL FORM NO. 10 W ' ff 5OVO-1O7-02' 

MAY 1662 EDITION jf ,, 

GSA GEN. REG. NO. 27 ' - * 

UNITED STATES GOVJ^MENT 

Memoranmm 




to : Director, FBI 


’ date: "9/6/67 


from < n : / SAC, Miami , 


subject: 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka, ,et al 
ITAR, ITWI , FBW 
00: Miami 

Bufile 165-1990 ^ 

AT file 165-264 

MM file 165-592 (P*) ‘ , 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka : 
'■IGA. ' r - ; 

00: Atlanta * 

Bufile 162-1476 
AT file 162-268 
MM file 162-341 (RUC) ‘ 


|v-> 


Enclosed for the- Bureau is one copy of Brief ~ 
of, Appellee, No. 24343/ filed in the U. S. Court' of Appeals , 
, Fifth Circuit, KENNETH HERBERT HANNA - and NATHAN MODELL, • 
Appellants, versus UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Appellee. . 


■' ' \ Departmental > Attorney WILLIAM G. EARLE, assigned : 
tp, Miami , advised that the oral arguments in this appeal' , 
will be heard-on 11/14/67, in the Fifth Circuit, New Orleans 

The Miami Division' will follow the status of this 
appeal and advise the v Bureau of developments. ' 


c 


r4/ - Bureau (Enc. 1) 
-2".- Atlanta (Info) 

2 - -Miami 

WFH: jhk • 

( 8 ) ; 
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\j|^ RfRG:0RDEi5> COPY FILED- /^>Sl /& 


OPTIONAL. FORM NO. 10 

MAY 1962 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 


UNITED STATES G^feRNMENT 

Memorandum 




TO 


FROM 


subject: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 
SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P*) 
.ERlrHANNA, 


date: 11/2/67 


KENNETH HERBER' 
ET AL 

ITAR; ITWI, FBW 
(00: MIAMI) 


aka 


Departmental Attorney WILLIAM G. EARLE, assigned 
to Miami, advised that the oral arguments in this appeal 
are still scheduled for November 14, 1967, in the 5th 
Circuit Court in New Orleans . 


Mr. EARLE stated that the appeal in this case 
is now of increased impo rtance in view of the adverse 


appeal in a similar case,) 
Court . 


by the 9th Circuit 


he 

hlC 


The Miami Division will follow this matter and 
keep the Bureau advised. "• 
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Atlanta (165-264) (Info) 


1 - Miami 
WFH/kmm 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
CSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 

UNITED STATES GO^KNMEN 

Memorandum 


NMENT 


DIRECTOR, FBI ‘'(165-1990) 

SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P*) 

0 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 
ET AL 

ITAR; ITWI, FBW 
(00: Miami) 


date: 


3/19/68 


Re Miami letter to Bureau dated 11/2/67. 

Enclosed for the Bureau is a Xerox copy of 
Docket No. 24343 for the U. S, Court of Appeals, 

Fifth Circuit, dated March 5, 1968, in the case of 
KENNETH HERBERT HANNA and NATHAN MODELL, Appellants, 
versus United' States "of America,- Appellee. 

As set forth in enclosure, the Fifth Circuit 
Court reversed the decision" of the U. S. District Court, 
Southern District of Florida, Miami, in instant case. 

As the Bureau is aware, this adve rse opinion 
with rey ard to ’’Blue Box cases” effects the| 
case. 

WILLIAM EARLE, Departmental Attorney in Miami, 
has advised that he is attempting to influence the 
Department to petition for a rehearing En Banc with the 
Fifth Circuit Court in instant case. 

t, | The Bureau will be advised of developments. 




-12/ - Bureau 
i - Miami 
WFH/bab 
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. FOB THE FIFTH CIBCUIT 


No. 24343 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA and NATHAN MODELL, 

Appellants, 


versus 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Appellee. 


Appeals from the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida. 


(March 5, 1968.) 


Before RIVES and GODBOLD, Circuit Judges, and 
HUGHES, District Judge. 

RIVES, Circuit Judge: This appeal. is from judg- 
ments of conviction on counts one, four and five of a 
five r count indictment: Count one was directed against 
the defendant Hanna, and charged him with violating 
18 U.S.C. § 1343 (wire fraud). Counts four and five 
were directed against ‘ both defendants, Hanna and 
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Modell, and charged them with violating 18 U.S.C. 
§ 1084 (wagering by wire) and § 1952 (using the 
telephone, in interstate commerce to promote an un- 
lawful activity). The defendants were convicted as 
charged in the three counts, and each was sentenced 
to six months’ imprisonment followed by five years’ 
probation. Hanna was also- fined ten thousand dollars. 
The sentences were to run concurrently. 

There was no dispute about the facts, and we 
adopt (with the exception noted in footnotes' 1, 2 & 3, 
p. 5 infra ) the statement contained in the Govern- 
ment’s brief : 

“In the twenty-seven day period from No- 
vember 24, 1965, to December 21, 1965 over 
500 telephone calls were placed from defend- 
ant Hanna’s phone to a distant information 
operator (e:g.' 1-area code-555-1212) (R. 35). 

This was discovered during an investigation 
of Hanna’s phone ‘ conducted solely by the 
American Telegraph and Telephone (sic) 
Company and its subsidiary, Southern Bell 
-Telegraph and Telephone (sic) Company. Han-, 
na’s phone had become the focus of an 
investigation by the telephone company after 
an official of the company in New York de- 
tected an unusual condition on Miami phone 
. number 945-9723. He notified Gerard Doyle, 

" Security Manager of Southern Bell Telegraph • 
and Telephone (sic) Company, of this unusual - 
condition and that the condition indicated that ' 
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iri all likelihood a device known as a ‘blue 
-• box’ 1 was being used on the line. (R. 34, 295). 

£<1 A ‘blue box’ is technically known as a 
multi-frequency signal generator. It en- 
ables a caller to by-pass the toll equip-' 
ment of the telephone company and com- 
plete long distance calls without any rec- 
ord of the call being made. Thus, the call- 
' er avoids, being billed for all calls placed 
while using a ‘blue box’. (R. 35, 295). 

“To operate a ‘blue box’ a person dials 
any number through 'his regular telephone 
which would provide access to the toll net- 
work (e.g. 1-area code-555-1212). Once this 
_ connection is established he is able to dis- 
connect the number he has called by induc- 
es on the line a 2600 cycle tone from his 
‘blue box’. Then by pushing buttons on 
his ‘blue box’ he is. able to send sounds into 
the toll network corresponding to the sounds 
assigned to the digits in the called num- 
ber and reach any number he desires 
without any reflection on his bill other than 
the original free call (R. 35, 36, 69). 

Doyle investigates toll frauds for the tele- 
phone company. Doyle knew from experience 
that bookmakers use these devices. (R. 40-42, 
295) . So when he discovered that 945-9723' was 
subscribed to by Kenneth Hanna, whom Doyle 
knew to be a -local bookmaker (R. 40, 295), 
he instructed company engineer, Ray Fowler, 
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to determine if the unusual condition was a 
‘blue box’. On November 24, 1965 Fowler at- 
tached a piece of electronic equipment to 
Hanna’s line capable of sensing a 2600 cycle 
tone originating at the subscriber’s telephone. 
.(H.42). 2 . It was attached to Hanna’s line be- 

“ 2 Normally the 2600 cycle tone originates 
from a toll office within the long distance 
network and is not found on a subscriber’s 
line. (R. 42). If a 2600 cycle tone does ap- 
pear on the subscriber’s line fairly often, 
it is a highly unusual situation suggesting 
■ that a ‘blue box’ is being used. (R. 44, 81). 

• -This is because a ‘blue box’ emits a 2600 
cycle tone and although a 2600 cycle tone 
is within the upper reaches of the audible 

• range (e.g. a high pitched scream) the fre- 

• quent appearance of such a tone on the sub- 
scriber’s line is very unlikely. (R. 64, 83). 

fore the line reached the toll network. (R. 
■66). Each time the detection unit sensed a 
2600 cycle tone it activated a ‘peg counter 
meter’ which is simply a counting device for 
totalling the number of times a 2600 cycle tone 
.is perceived by the detection unit. (R. 42, 

80,41). 

“That night Fowler called Doyle and indi- 
cated that the counter was registering. (R'. 
43). Doyle then advised him to put a tape 
recorder on Hanna’s line to record the sounds 
made by the ‘blue box’. (R. 43, 80, 82). The 
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tape recorder was' unattended and was set to. 
cut off automatically 35-45 seconds after be- 
ing activated by the 2600 cycle tone on the 
subscriber’s line. (R. 43, 44). 3 Fowler was 

“ 3 The placing of a recorder on the line 
was necessary to determine whether the 
telephone company was being defrauded. - 
This is because although the appearance of 
a 2600 cycle tone on subscriber’s line is un- 
usual it is nonetheless possible that a high 
. ' pitched scream could approximate 2600 cy- 
cles. (R. 64). Only by having a tape re- 
corder on the line could the company deter- 
.-.•mine the source of any 2600 cycle tone ap- 
pearing on Hanna’s line. (R. 81-83). .Be- 
cause. the company’s only interest was in 
toll- fraud it was concerned with establish- 
ing two items: first, that the 2600 cycle 
tone on Hanna’s line originated from his 
line by a ‘blue box’ and, second, a con- 
nection was completed. (R. 43, 44). Thus 
the tape ; recorder operated only for 35-45 
seconds on each call. Naturally, the tape 
was made to preserve the evidence of 
fraud. 1 : 

certain that a ‘blue box’ was being used and 
notified Doyle. (R. 45, 46, 83, 84). The detec- 
tion unit, counter and unattended recorder re- 

1 'We have some reservations as to the facts and conclusions 
set forth in the Government’s footnote 3, which we discuss in 
•footnote 15. The accuracy or inaccuracy of those facts and con- 
clusions would irotT'TrTour' opimo^^ff^.1rddre"d'e5sion..df.. thjs-case.- 
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mained on Hanna’s line sporadically for twen- 
ty-three of the next twenty-six days until on 
December 21, 1965, Doyle received a subpoena 
directing him to produce all the recordings 
before a Federal Grand Jury in Philadelphia, 
Pa. '(R- 46-49, 296). He appeared the follow- 
ing day and turned the tapes over to the 
Grand Jury. (R. 57). This is the first time 
anyone in the Federal Government had knowl- 
edge -that Hanna’s line was being monitored. 
(R. 50). 2 Attorneys for the United States De- 
partment of Justice handling the Philadelphia 
Grand Jury turned the tapes over to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. The tapes 
were in turn given to Special Agent William 
Heist in Miami who contacted Doyle on De- 
cember 30, 1965. (R. 61). This is the first time 
Doyle was ever contacted by an agent of 
the Federal Government relating to this mat- 
ter (R. 50, 51, 61, 94) and he never did tell 


The truth vel non of this sentence would not affect our 
decision. However, for the sake of accuracy, we note that we do 
not agree with this statement. It is based on the testimony of 
one telephone company employee to the effect that that was his 
first contact with any Government agency. Asked if he knew hoy' 
the Government got the information that he had these tapes in 
his possession, he testified, “No, sir, I do not. But I will sav 
this: during the course of this case my superiors were constantly 
bemg informed of the progress of the case on a weekly basis, 
•tsut I had no contact with any federal agent or agencv ” The 
-?l^~^ a ^ 9 ^^J^ e ££nce_lxi-4>e--clrawm_is__that prior to the issti- 

ance pfjfjj^u^oma^ucea-te eum, th£ _e^dstehce-^H^o?^~vpnft; n ° 

or the contents— of— the communications w-^rf^rWlnged'i^the 


. _ v - LAi oner, p. { : 

. . , such disclosure is not permitted it is inconceivable to 
perceive how the Grand Jury or other lawful authority would 
Jearn of the existence of the records which the statute allows 
them to demand. 
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anyone outside the Grand Jury what was 
on the tapes. (R. 57). ” 3 

“Based on the conversations contained in 
the tapes, Heist and Special Agent Maurice 
Roussell obtained a search warrant for Han- 
na’s home and an arrest warrant for his per- 
son. (R. 91). Heist also determined that de- 
fendant Modell was one of -the people called 
by Hanp'a in New York City. (R. 87, 92, 160). 
Because the conversations between Hanna 
and Modell revealed they were engaged in 
the use of interstate facilities in aid of book- 
making, as they later admitted by stipulation, 
arrest and seax-ch warrants were also issued 
against defendant Modell and his apartment. 

On January 8, 1966, agents of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation executed the warrants 
and bookmaking paraphernalia was seized at 
both places. The ‘blue box’ was seized at Han- 
na’s residence. (R. 100).” 

We adopt also the further statement contained in 
the brief for appellants: 

“* * * * The tape recordings and gambling 
paraphernalia constituted all the evidence 
against the defendants in the instant case (R. 
294). . ■ 

“The defendants filed a pre-trial motion to 
suppress the tape recordings, bookmaking 

3 We accept these statements subject to the qualification in 
oiu* footnote 1, supra . 
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paraphernalia and the . ‘blue box’ on the 
ground that they were obtained in violation 
of 47 U.S.C.' § 605, and the Fourth Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution (R.. 178- 
179). The lower court denied the motion and 
filed a written opinion which is now recorded 
at 260 Fed.Supp. 430 (S.D. Fla. 1966) (R. 292- 
293, 294, 306). The lower court adjudged the 
defendants guilty based on the evidence 
sought to be suppressed in this case (R. 314- 
315). 

“The defendant Hanna moved to dismiss 
the first count of the indictment on the ground 
that it failed to state an offense under 18 
U.S.C. § 1343 ,(R. 227-228). The lower court 
denied the motion (R. 293).” 

In accordance with Fifth Circuit Rule 24 — 2(b), 
the appellants filed- the following: 



“SPECIFICATION OF ERRORS RELIED UPON 

■ / ' “I 

'“THE LOWER COURT ERRED IN DENY- 
ING THE DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO SUP- 
PRESS (a) THE TAPE RECORDING OF 
-THE DEFENDANTS’ MONITORED TELE- 
PHONE CONVERSATIONS AND (b) GAM-. 

' BLING, PARAPHERNALIA FOUND IN CON- 
' SEQUENCE THEREOF, ON THE . GROUND 
-•THAT THE EVIDENCE WAS SECURED IN 

Violation of 47 " u.s.c.' §' 605.. • " ; 


;j 


j* 



i 


p 

t 

J 

l 
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■ • “n • ... 

“THE LOWER COURT ERRED I-N DENY- 
ING THE DEFENDANT HANNA’S MOTION 
TO DISMISS COUNT ONE OF THE IN- ■ ■■ - 
DICTMENT ON THE GROUND THAT SAID 
COUNT OF THE INDICTMENT FAILED TO •. 
•STATE A 'CRIME UNDER 18 U.S.C. § 1343.” -- 


The second specification may be disposed of sum- 
marily. If the first specification is sustained, both 
judgments of conviction must be reversed entirely.; 
If the first specification is not sustained, the’ judg- 
ments must be affirmed. Since the sentences . were 
to run concurrently, it is not necessary to* consider 
questions raised with respect to any .one count. 4 ,/ ’"7 


Thus our consideration is'limited to. the- question of 
whether the defendants’ motion to suppress the tape 
recordings, bookmaking paraphernalia and the “blue 
box” should have been sustained because they were 
obtained in violation of 47 U.S.C. § 6Q5.' 3 That ques- 


4 T T H -i ra , b ^ yashi v> United States, 1943, 320 U.S. 81, 85: Mishan 
7' States - 5 Cir. 1965, 345 F.2d 790, 791. ." • -• 

“ Unauthorised publication or use of communications 
.... No Person receiving or assisting in receiving, - or trans- 
mitting, or assisting in transmitting, any interstate or foreign 
communication by wire or radio shall divulge or publish the 
extents, substance, purport, effect, or meaning thereof, 
except through authorized channels of transmission or reception 
to any person other than the addressee, his agent, or attorney; 
f ^ or authorized to forward such' communi- 
or t0 P r °P er -accounting or distributing 
ollicers of the various communicating centers over which the 
communication may be .passed, or to the master of a ship under 
be 13 serving,, or. in response to. a. subpena issued’ by a 
court of competent jurisdiction, or on' demand of' other iawful 
aiithonty; and no person not being authorized by the sender 
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tion'rhay be further limited to: “Was the evidence 
obtained as a result of violating 47 U.S.C. § 605 ?” 6 

Four other district courts have held that similar 
evidence was not obtained in violation of the statute. 7 
Of two very recent cases at the' appellate level, one 
has agreed with the district courts while the other 
has held .the evidence inadmissible. 8 We agree with 
most, but not all, of the opinion of the Ninth Circuit 
in Bubis, supra note 8, and we think that its decision 
that the evidence was inadmissible is in accord with 

fb? 1 ] intercept any communication and divulge or publish thp 
existence, contents, substance, purport, effect, or meanfir of 
such intercepted communication to any person: and no pfrson 
bemg entitled thereto shall receive or assist in ?eceiS 
J“ y interstate or foreign communication by wire or radio and 
use the same or any information therein contained for his own 
benent or for the benefit of another not enSd thereto and no 
person having received such intercepted communication or havin° 
become acquainted with the contents, substance, purport, effect or 
meaning of the same or any part thereof, knowing that such inf nv- 
S ° obtained > sha11 div ulge or publish the existence con- 
Sf , tw nCe ’ P ur Port, effect, or meaning of the same or any 

r U f e same or any information therein con- 
tamed for his own benefit or for the benefit of another not entitled 
thereto: Provided, That this section shall not apply to the re- 
ceiving, divulging, publishing, or utilizing the contents of anv 
nth- 10 . c ,?“ m unieation broadcast, or transmitted by amateurs or 
in d^reS >> the U " ° f the general public ’ or ^ing^ships 

appear 1937 > 30 . 2 U -S. 379; on second 

W ul lor 1957 ' 356 v& v UnSdfSS: 

L 7 . S ® e v - United States, N.D. Ga. 1966, 359 F.Supp 

i oco . V? ^ a t es v - Benjamin Lassoff, No. 28247 E.D La 

1962; United States v. Henry Lonian. et al No 36270 or/ 

July 1866; .United States v. Thomas Mectk Vt al , No 6M6§R 

Se C re™&d. Jl ' M 1%6 ' 0nly ****»' ”*"■ iusSnt S 

* TT B N a j d ?.? 7' United States, 10 Cir. 1967, 382 F.2d 607- Bubis 
v. .United States, 9 Cir. 1967, 384 F.2d 643. ’ b 
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the opinions of the Supreme Court cited in footnote 
6, supra.. ' • ' . 

The Bubis opinion follows the dichotomy of section 
605 employed in the first Nardone opinion: 

“Section 605 of the Federal Communications 
Act provides that no person who, as an em- 
ploye, has to do with the sending or receiving 
" of any interstate communication by wire shall 
divulge or publish it or its substance to any- 
one other than the addressee or his authorized 
representative or to authorized fellow em- 
ployes, save in response to a subpoena issued 
by a court of competent jurisdiction or on de- 
mand of other lawful authority; and ‘no per- 
son not being authorized by the sender shall 
intercept any communication and divulge or 
publish the existence, contents, substance, 
purport, effect or meaning of such intercepted 
communication to any person; . . .* Section 
501 penalizes wilful and knowing violation by 
fine and imprisonment. ' 

“Taken at face value the phrase ‘no person* 
comprehends federal agents, and the ban oh 
communication to ‘any person* bars testi- 
, mony to the content of an intercepted mes- 
sage. Such an application of the section is sup- 
. . ported by comparison of. the clause concerning 
' intercepted messages with that relating to . 
those known to employes of the carrier. The ' 
former' may' not be divulged to any person,’ : 
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la.tter. may be divulged in answer to a 
• lawful subpoena.” (Emphasis added.) 320 
U.S. at 380, 381. 9 

To include telephone security personnel charged 
with the detection of fraud on the carrier within the 
class of employees receiving or transmitting com- 
munications would require too strained a construc- 
tion'. In a broad sense all telephone employees as- 
sist in receiving or transmitting communications, for 
that is .'the end. result of the telephone company’s 
business. But, as the first Nardone appeal indicates 
(see. 302 U.S. 381), this first clause of section 605 has 
reference to those employees to whom the commu- 
nications necessarily become known. In fact, here 
the .communications were sent and received by 
means' of direct dialing without the use of a telephone 
central or other employee. There were no employees 
or persons whose transmitting and receiving duties 
permitted, them to learn the contents of the telephone 
conversations. The first clause of section 605 there- 
fore has no application to the facts of this case. 10 

0 Also in Weiss v. United States, supra note 6, the Court 
employed a like dichotomy: 

“The section consists of four clauses separated by semi- 
colons. The pertinent one is the second: ‘and no person not 
being - authorized by the sender shall intercept any communi- 
cation and divulge or publish the existence, contents, sub- 
stance, purport, effect, or meaning of such intercepted com- 
munication, to any person;’.” 308 U.S. at 327. 

10 If we held otherwise, we would then reach the question pre- 
termitted by the Supreme Court in Benanti, supra note 6, 355 
U.S. at 100, n. 5, and in Rathbun, supra note 6, 355 U.S. at 108, 
n. 3, as to whether both an interception and a divulgence are 
necessary for a violation of section 605. ; ■ ' 
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Parts, of -the telephone conversation, were . “inter- 
cepted” and their ..admissibility must be determined 
by reference to the second clause . of section 605. The 
second clause is in the most positive and explicit 
language: “no person not being authorized by the 
sender shall intercept any communication and di- 
vulge or publish the existence, contents, substance, 
purport, effect, or meaning of such intercepted com- 
munication to any .person.” That clause simply means 
what it says and says what it means. The first 
Nardone case, supra note 6, refers to it as a “plain 
mandate” (302 U.S. at 383), and holds that “no per- 
son” embraces federal agents engaged in the detec- 
tion of crime., A fortiori that expression embraces 
the security personnel of a telephone company. . 

That is made more - certain when we turn from the 
literal language of section 605 to its purpose and in- 
tent as stated in the first Nardone appeal: 

“It is urged that a construction be given 
the section which would exclude federal 
agents since it is improbable Congress intend- 
ed to hamper and impede the activities of the 
• government in the detection and punishment 
of .crime. The answer is that the question is 
one of policy. Congress may have thought it 
less important that some offenders should go 
. unwhipped of justice than that officers should 
... resort to methods deemed inconsistent with - • 
ethical standards and destructive of personal 
liberty. The same considerations may well 
■ have moved the Congress to adopt § 605- as 
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evoked, the guaranty against practices and 
procedures violative of privacy, embodied in 
the. Fourth and Fifth Amendments of the Con- 
stitution.” 302 U.S. at 383. 

Again, the second Nardone case referred to the 
first, as follows: 

“That, decision was not the product of a mere- 
ly meticulous reading of technical language. 

It was the translation into practicality of 
broad considerations of morality and public 
well-being. This Court found that the logical- 
ly relevant proof which Congress had out- 
lawed, it outlawed because ‘inconsistent with 
ethical standards and destructive of personal 
liberty.’ 302 U.S. 379, 383.” 308 U.S. at 340. 

Adding to the language of the Supreme Court the 
italicized expressions enclosed in parentheses, we 
would say the “Congress may have thought it less 
important that some offenders should go unwhipped 
of justice (and that the telephone company lose 
some long distance tolls ) than that officers (or tele- 
phone company employees ) should resort to methods 
deemed inconsistent with ethical standards and de- 
structive of personal liberty.” 

There is some suggestion that, by his' illegal use 
of the telephone company facilities, Hanna impliedly 
“authorized” the interception of any communication. 
That position is untenable. It would justify the viola- 
tion of the secrecy of - communication by the re- 
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suits obtained from the violation. By analogy to the 
search and seizure cases under the Fourth Amend- 
ment that is, of course, impermissible. 11 If sound, 
that suggestion need- be but slightly modified to 
render admissible in evidence all intercepted tele- 
phonic communications having to do with the plan- 
ning or effectuation of crime. In discussing the 
phrase “authorized by the sender,” the Supreme 
Court has said: “The Act contemplates voluntary con- 
sent and not enforced agreement to publication.” 
Weiss v. United States , supra note 6, 308 U.S. at 330. 


,? 



The Government’s main thesis is thus expressed in 
brief: 

“The crux of this appeal is whether tres- 
passers on the facilities of a communications 
common carrier and thieves of its services 
are entitled to the privacy afforded by Title 
47, U.S.C. § 605. Common sense dictates 
that Congress did not intend to protect tres- 
passers and thieves.” 

That seems to be the basis of the Tenth Circuit’s 
decision in Brandon, supra note 8, when that Court 
says: 

j “That provision was adopted by Congress for 

| the protection of authorized users of telephonic 

or radio facilities; it was not intended as a 
refuge for the wrongdoer who uses the tele- 
phone in a scheme to violate the wire fraud 
statute.” 382 F.2d at 611. 

11 See Byars v. United States, 1927, 273 U.S. 28, 29. 


1 



* 
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We do not agree. 


. ' As the Supreme Court pointed out in both Nardone 
appeals, Congress intended to protect “against prac- 
tices and procedures violative of privacy,” and 
against “methods deemed inconsistent with ethical 
standards and destructive of personal liberty.” (302 
U.S. at 383.) If the protection of the law abiding re- 
quires the protection of all telephonic users including 
“trespassers and thieves” and other criminals, the 
answer is that it is for Congress to declare which is 
the more important policy. 


The Government’s attempted analogy -between per- 
sons attempting to defraud the carrier -of its Tong 
distance tolls and trespassers on land ^patently un- 
sound. The argument need be but slightly changed 
to heat as “trespassers” all persons using or mis- 
using the telephone to plan or effectuate crime. If not, 
the argument would result ' in attaching more im- 
portance to a minor fraud than to the most heinous 
felony. Such a construction would render the statute 
no longer “a plain mandate.” 12 The argument would 
permit telephone company personnel to conduct per- 
vasive wire tapping invasive of the privacy of the 
lawless and law-abiding alike, and then % make use 
of the fruits of their conduct in those cases in which 
the results showed that one of the parties to the tele- 
phone conversation was attempting to commit a fraud 


Moi cover as the second Nardone decision asserts r 

tions designed to defeat the plain meaning of ™ statute ^11 


u,s - *•***« 
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on the telephone company. 13 Incidentally, the Govern- 
ment’s position takes no account of the user at the 
other end of the line who may be innocent of that 
particular type of criminality. In the present case, 
there is no evidence that Modell knew that Hanna 
was using a- blue box. 14 


Basically, the Government's argument in this, case 
is but a watered down version of its argument in 
Nardone. and the subsequent cases cited in footnote 
6, supra , The Supreme Court has consistently reject-* 
ed the Government's position, and we can do no 
less. 15 

13 See footnote 11, supra. 

14 It is significant that in Katz v. United States, U.S. No. 35, 

Oct. Term, 1967, decided December 18, 1967 (after this opinion 
had been drafted and circulated among the Judges), the Govern- 
ment was permitted to introduce evidence of Katz’s end of the 
telephone conversations. There was apparently no effort to intro- 
duce evidence of the other end, which would correspond here to 
Modell’s end of the "conversations. 

15 ' We have not discussed, but neither have we failed to con- 
sider, the plight of the telephone company. We recognise that. 

- j mbl^ jatility, it had not only the r ight but .t hcijduty-J:o3 
r equire n a:™ ent^'r^he^ crib ed in jtq 

^tariffs, : If t his^~d ecis ion—r en d e rsTThe performance of th at duty 
^mor e difffcin'tr~ouFlin5w erHs3h 

j^eclar However, we are not convinced*"fhaJfhe teT^hone^^lr^ 
pany will be seriously impeded. As previously indicated {ante, 
note 1)[, we do not accept at &££ value all that the Government, 
^says in* footnote 3 to its brief ./ft "seems to us that the use of the^\ 
blue box detection unit with the peg counter meter, but without x 
the tape recorder / would have given the telephone company ade- 
quate protection. With information thus law/vdly^ obtained, a rou- y 
tine inspection might have resulted in th& 7 discove^^ / 

of the blue box. The telephone company might also have reported *\ 
to ' appropriate governmental authority the probable commission f 
of a crime, following which the Government might have obtained V 
a search warrant for the electronic search, as now authorized ^ 
\ by* the recent Katz decision referred to in footnote 14, or even 
Vfor the blue box itself. A search warrant is of course not avail- 
able to the telephone company?! See 47 Am.Jur., Searches and 
Seizures, § 4, p. 504, § 56, pp.-536, 537; 79 C.J.S., Searches and y 
Seizures, § 63, p. 825. / 
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As indicated in footnote 14, supra , this opinion had 
been drafted and circulated among the Judges be- 
fore the Supreme Court’s decision on December 18, 
1967 of Katz v. United States. That decision goes much 
further than to reinforce our view that the tape re- 
cordings were inadmissible against Modell. It makes 
clear that they were entirely inadmissible. There 
the Supreme Court definitely overruled Olmstead 
v ; United States , 1928, 277 U.S. 438, which was the oc- 
casion for the enactment of the statute now carried 
forward as 47 U.S.C.A. § 605. 10 

Olmstead being overruled, section 605 may not now 
appear necessary. Certainly the statute cannot au- 
thorize a violation of the Fourth Amendment as now 
declared in Katz , supra. Section 605 cannot authorize 
the telephone company employees to obtain evidence 
through surveillance which becomes under Katz 
standards an unconstitutional search; nor can the 
Government by subpoena duces tecum make use of 
such evidence. Katz points out the constitutional pro- 
cedure as the time-honored method of obtaining a 
search warrant. 17 Moreover, the fact that- a search 
wan ant is not available to the telephone company 18 
adds emphasis to the illegality, indeed unconstitution- 
ality, of its surveillance which amounted to a search 
without a warrant. 

; C «,. S ^^ rd0ne T T- •p] it ,? d States - su P ra note 6, 302 U.S. at 382. 
883, Rathbun v. United States, supra note 6, 355 U.S. at 111 112 
(concurring opinion of Justice Frankfurter) • 

£ ^H fci , CU -l arly {n°tn°te 16 to Katz v. United States, supra. 

See authorities cited at end of footnote 15, supra. 
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The ' district court erred in denying the Govern- 
ment’s motion to suppress the tape recordings oFthe- 
defendants’ monitored telephone conversations and 
the gambling paraphernalia found in consequence of 
those tape recordings. The judgment us therefore re- 
versed with directions to render judgment discharg- 
ing the defendants. 



f 

REVERSED WITH DIRECTIONS. ! 



GODBOLD, Circuit Judge, specially concurring: 

I concur in the result. 

As Judge Rives notes (footnote 2 of his opinion) the 
only reasonable inference is that prior to the issuance 
of the subpoena duces tecum the existence and some 
inkling of- the contents of the communications were 
disclosed to the government by telephone company 
employees'. Under no construction of § 605 is this 
proper. *“ . • 

The wiretap was installed on Hanna’s telephone on 
November. 24, 1965. It remained there to December 
21, although the telephone company knew within a 
day or two of installation that Hanna was using a de- 
vice to bypass the telephone. company’s long distance 
toll equipment. Whatever right the telephone com- 
pany may have to determine the existence of com- 
munications 1 or the content of communications is 

Judge hives opinion focuses on tne content of a communi- 
cation. Sec. 605 refers also to divulging the existence of a com- 
munication, which may be done by mechanical devices that * do 
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limited by standards of reasonableness which were 
exceeded in this case. Bubis v. U. S 384 F.2d 643 
(9th Cir. 1967). 

For these reasons, and these alone, I agree that 
these cases must be reversed. 


HUGHES, District Judge, dissenting. 

I respectfully dissent from the majority and would 
affirm the judgment of the trial court. 

I agree with the majority that “our consideration 
is limited to the question of whether the defendants’ 
motion to suppress the tape recording, book-making 
paraphernalia and the ‘blue box’ should have been 
sustained because they were in violation of 47 U.S.C. 
sec. 605.” In my opinion the evidence was not ob- 
tained as a result of violating 47 U.S.C. sec. 605 and 
the trial court was correct in overruling defendants’ 
motion to suppress. 

- -By enacting the first clause of section 605 j. Congress 
recognized the special position of- the carrier’s em : 
ployees. This clause does not proscribe the^intercep- 
tion -of communications by a “. . . person ". . . as- 
sisting'. in receiving ... or assisting in transmitting 
. . . .” Apparently, the majority interprets this 
phrase to include only employees who in actually 
placing the call obtain knowledge of the communica- 

not record the content. But I assume that such devices would be 
installed by and read by .persons who are not in the status of 
the old-fashioned “central.” . ■ •• . 
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tion. In my view such a restrictive construction is 
contrary 'to the intent of Congress. ‘ . . 

Section 605 was enacted in 1934, long before it was 
technically possible for toll-charge telephone calls 
to be completed without the assistance of some hu- 
man agencj 7 . At that time an operator’s “intercep- 
tion” was necessary in order properly to assess toll 
charges for long distance calls. In recent years the 
company has developed a means of placing and as- 
sessing charges without the aid of an operator. The 
new system, while affording a greater measure of 
privacy to the user than the old system, provides less 
security to ' 'the telephone company, since by using 
a ‘blue box’’'a caller may electronically circumvent 
the new billing system. 

In an effort to combat this practice and thus be 
assured of compensation for the -use of its lines, the 
telephone company has had to take certain security 
measures. Since the ‘blue box’ emits a 2600 cycle 
tone when in use, the company has developed a 
means of electronically sensing its emission. The 
frequent appearance of such a tone on a particular 
line is a strong indication that a ‘blue box’ is being 
used. Before any degree of certainty can be achieved, 
however, it is necessary to have more substantial evi- 
dence. This is obtained by the company’s security per- 
sonnel attaching a tape recorder to the suspected line 
to verify that a ‘blue box’ is in fact being used. 

I would interpret the first clause of section 605 to 
include security officers as well as other employees of 
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the carrier who are engaged in keeping the business 
of telecommunications functioning properly. The op- 
erator is only one of many employees who in the 
proper exercise of their duties necessarily must “in- 
tercept’’ transmissions. In view of recent inventions, 
it is irrational to differentiate the legal effect of the 
operator’s function from that of the security person- 
nel. To some extent the security officer has taken 
over the function of the operator in making certain 
that toll charges are properly assessed. Consequently, 
the statute should apply to him in the same way as it 
formerly did to the operator. Otherwise, the carrier, 
by using an electronic complex for the piirpose of as- 
sessing charges, has lost the right of' ; interception 
which formerly he had. 

Since it is my opinion that a security officer, in the 
light of present day developments, should be includ- 
ed among company employees engaged in the trans- 
mission of communications, information obtained by 
him in the regular course of his duties virith the tele- 
phone company can be divulged, if done in accord- 
ance with the conditions set forth in the'- first clause 
of the statute, viz. . .in response to a subpoena 
issued by a court of competent jurisdiction, or on de- 
mand of other lawful authority . . . .” The testimony 
in this case reveals that the manner of divulgence 
was in accordance with this provision of the statute, 
as is set forth in the statement of the facts in the ma- 
jority .opinion. Thus the first clause of section 605 
does not prohibit the introduction into evidence of the 
tape recording. 


Hanna and Modell v. U. S. 23 

-The sec.ond clause of section 605 covers persons 
other than' employees . . assisting in transmit- 
ting . . . .’’It provides that . .no person not be- 
ing authorized by the sender shall intercept . . . and 
divulge . . . the contents ... of such intercepted 
communication.” In my opinion the transmissions 
here under scrutiny are not entitled to the protection 
of this clause of the statute. 

The telephone calls between Hanna and Modell 
were intrinsically illegal transmissions. It is not 
their content which made them so, but the fact that 
Hanna and Modell were fraudulently using the lines 
without paying for their use. The majority assumes 
that Congress intended to protect against the monitor- 
ing and divulgence of fraudulent transmissions as 
well as legal ones, but I am unable to make that as- 
sumption. , • 

No worthwhile purpose is served by protecting the 
secrecy of such transmissions, and to do so would 
seriously inhibit their detection. It is difficult to be- 
lieve that Congress intended that outlaw transmission 
should have protection. “It is,” as stated in Brandon 
v. 17. S. } case No. 9395, August 29, 1967, 10th Circuit, 
“contrary to common sense.” ‘ 

The leading case which sustains the view that, if 
the use of a communication facility is illegal, the 
right of privacy does not exist and the matter may 
be divulged, is- Sugden v. U. S., 226 F.2d 281 (9th 
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Cir.. 1955). affirmed per curiam, 351 U.S. 916, 76 S. Ct. 
709. - ... 

.-.Sugden involved the interception and monitoring of 
radio transmissions by federal agents. Information 
obtained in this manner was used as evidence in pros- 
ecuting defendants for violation of the immigration 
laws. Although defendants were not licensed opera- 
1 tors and were not thus legally on the air, they sought 

> to interpose section 605 in a motion to suppress the 

, evidence. The trial court granted the motion and dis- 

i missed the indictment, but the Ninth Circuit reversed, 

| holding that because the defendants were not legally 

I using the station the statute had no application. The 

; Court -declared: y 

1 , , 

| ... To 'throw a mantle of protection provided 

| - by Section 605 over an outlaw broadcast is to 

• ’ . abandon reason .... Giving the bne who 

i ! ^ broadcasts without authority any protection 

| . under Section -605 could not tend to protect the 

; , means of communication. 

* -The case of Brandon v. U. S., supra, likewise sus- 
tains this view. In that case the defendants were ac- 
cused of conspiring to defraud the Southwestern Bell 
Telephone Company in the use of long distance tele- 
phone service and facilities. The means of detection 

i were similar to that used in the present case. The- 

j Court in holding that section 605 did not prohibit the 

; use of information obtained by monitoring said: 
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(Section 605 . . . was adopted by Congress 
for the protection of authorized users of. 
telephone or radio facilities; it was not in- 
tended as a refuge for the wrongdoer who 
uses the telephone in a scheme to violate the 
wire fraud state. 

The majority suggests, assuming arguendo that 
the tapes are admissible against Hanna, that they 
cannot be introduced against Modell because there 
is no evidence that he participated in the wire fraud, 
citing Katz v. United States, JJ.S. No. 35, Oct. Term, 
1967, decided- December 18, 1967, as controlling. How- 
ever, I do not believe Katz to be analogous. That case 
censured eavesdropping by federal agents as consti- 
tuting a violation of the defendant’s Fourth Amend- 
ment rights, a gainst unlawful search and seizure. But 
the Fourth Amendment is no bar to eavesdropping 
by persons _ such as these telephone company em- 
ployees; it applies only to acts of the government. 
Burdeau v. 'McDowell, 256 U.S. 465. The evidence 
demonstrates that the government played no part in 
the “interception” here complained of. Moreover, 
since I findr-no violation of Sec. 605 in obtaining and 
divulging tire statements of Modell, there is no legal 
impediment to their admissibility against him. 

For the reasons stated I would affirm. 


Adm. Office. U. S. Courts— E. S. Upton Printing Co., N. 0., La. 
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' UNITED STATES (^ERNMENT 

Memorandum 
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FROM^ / 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 
SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P*) 

<5 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; 
ET AL 

ITAR; ITWI, FBW 
(00: MIAMI) 


date: 


3/21/68 



Re Miami letter to Bureau, <dated 3/19/68, 
enclosing a copy of the opinion of the U. S. Court of 
Appeals, Fifth Circuit, in the matter involving HANNA 
and NATHAN M0DELL versus United States . 

The following is set forth, as a matter of 
information, in the form of a brief analysis concerning 
this case and the court’s opinion: 

HANNA was convicted on one count of an indictment 
charging him with violation of Title 18, U„ S. Code, 

Section 1343 (Wire Fraud). In addition, HANNA and MODELL 
were convicted on two additional counts charging them with 
violation of Title 18, U. S. Code, Section 1084 (Wagering 
by Wire) and Title 18, U. S. Code, Section 1952 (Use of 
the Telephone in Interstate Commerce to Promote an 
Unlawful Activity). 

It appears that the telephone company suspected 
HANNA was using an electronic device known as a ’’Blue Box" 
to' make unrecorded long* distance calls. In order to 
ascertain if the telephone company was being defrauded 
of tolls, its security personnel attached detection devices, 
including a tape recorder, to HANNA’s line. The tape 
recorder was unattended and automatically recorded the 
first 30-45 seconds of each call. It was an integral item 
in the detection process. This surveillance lasted some 
23 days until on December 21, 1965, a telephone company 
security officer was required under subpoena to bring 
the tape recordings to a Federal Grand Jury. The recordings 
were subsequently turned over by Government lawyers , who 
were handling the\Grand Jury, to the FBI. 

2 V Bureau 
- Miami 
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Conversations recorded on the tapes indicated 
HANNA in Miami and MODELL in New York were engaged in 
bookmaking. Based on these conversations, the FBI 
obtained arrest and search warrants for both subjects. 

The warrants were executed on January 8, 1966. Gambling 
paraphernalia was seized at both places, as well as the 
’’Blue Box" at HANNA* s. 

A pre-trial motion to suppress the tape 
recordings and the evidence seized in the searches was 
denied by the trial court. 

On appeal, the issue presented was whether the 
foregoing evidence was obtained as a result of violating 
Title 47, U. S. Code, Section 605, the statute which pertains 
to the unauthorized publication or use of communications. 

It was conceded that the Government’s case rested on the 
tape recordings and the evidence derived therefrom. 

In a 2-1 decision the Court of Appeals for 
the Fifth Circuit held on March 5 , 1968 , that security 
personnel of the telephone company were not within the 
class of employees who, by the first clause of the 
statute, could lawfully divulge the substance of an 
interstate communication under compulsion of subpoena, 
i.e., those employees who have "to do with the sending 
or receiving" of such communications. 

The majority concluded that the telephone 
company’s security personnel violated another clause of 
the foregoing statute which provides that "no person not ... 
authorized by the sender shall intercept any communication 
and divulge ..." its contents. 

The Appellate Court held that the trial court 
erred in denying the motion to suppress. The judgment of 
guilty was reversed with directions to render judgment 
discharging defendants. 

In a dissenting opinion, District Judge HUGHES 
opined that security personnel of the telephone company were 
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in fact within the class of the carrier’s employees who 
were not proscribed by the statute from intercepting 
communications and divulging, under subpoena, their 
contents . 


The dissenting judge additionally felt that 
the right of privacy granted by the statute did not exist 
in this situation because the calls between HANNA and 
MODELL were illegal transactions at their inception, 
i.e., the company’s facilities were being fraudulently 
used without payment. It was stated that the statute 
was not intended to provide a haven for such wrongdoers. 

On March 18, 196 8. Mr. WILLIAM EARLE. Departmental 
Attorney, Miami, advised SA | | that 

it is his desire to file a petition requesting the court be 

to rehear this matter en banc. Mr. EARLE will request b7c 

permission from the Solicitor General 'to file such a 
petition. 


In the event such permission is not forthcoming, 
Mr. EARLE will then give consideration to requesting 
permission to file a petition for a writ of certiorari 
in the Supreme Court. 

The foregoing is submitted as a matter of 
information. Miami is following this matter and will 
keep the Bureau promptly advised of developments. 
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TO 


Director, FBI (165-1990) date: March 27, 1968 


FROM 


subject: 




SAC, Miami (165-592) (P*) 

0 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; et al 
ITAR; ITWI, FBW 
(00 : Miami) 


Re Miami letter to the Bureau, dated 3-21-68 (no 
copy to New Orleans) . 


For the information of New Orleans, the Court of 
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit on March 5, 1968, reversed the 
conviction of subject HANNA and subject NATHAN MODELL, and 
ordered that judgment be entered discharging defendants. 


Mr. WILLIAM EARLE, Department Attorney, Miami, 
Florida, on March 22, 1968, received permission from the 
Solicitor General to file a petition requesting the Circuit 
Court to re-hear this matter en banc. This petition for re- 
hearing will be filed by Mr. EARLE on or before March 26, 
1968. 


- LEAD - 


NEW ORLEANS DIVISION 

At New Orleans, Louisiana: 



Will follow and report the results of the 
Government’s petiti<ih for a rehearing en banc. 


Cjp - Bureau ' 

2 - New Orleans 
2 - Miami 
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UNITED STATES G^ERNMENT 

Memorandum 


m 


TO 


FROM^f 

subject: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 


SAC, MIAMI (165-592) (P) 


date: 6/10/68 


n. 



KENNETH HERBERT^HANNA , aka; 

ET AL 

ITAR; ITWI ; FBW 

(00: MIAMI) 

Re Miami letter to Bureau dated 4/2/68. 

On April 17, 1968, the Court of Appeals for the 
Fifth Circuit entered an order granting a rehearing of this 
matter before the panel of the court which heard the case 
originally. It is recalled that the panel consisted of 
Circuit Judges RIEVES, and GODBOLD, and District Judge 
HUGHES. The rehearing is to be submitted on briefs. 

Pursuant to the foregoing order, Mr. WILLIAM G, 
EARLE, Departmental Attorney, Miami, Florida, submitted a 
brief on the rehearing. A copy of this brief is enclosed 
for the information of the Bureau. 

This .matter is being followed and the Bureau will 
be kept informed of pertinent developments. 

v2-"- Bureau 1 (Enc 
2 - Miami 
FWD/jd 
(£) 
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT 


NO. 2h3ii3 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA and" 
!' NATHAN MODELL, 


versus 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,'" 


Appellants, 


Appellee. 


BRIEF ON REHEARING OF APPELLEE • 

I * INTRODUCTION 

This brief is submitted in addition to appellee's 
two earlier briefs and its petition for rehearing en banc.. "In 
keeping with the spirit of the request of the Court in its order 
granting rehearing as little duplication as possible is included.’' 
inis brief therefore is necessarily, fragmented and appellee's poqi- 

tion can be understood only when this brief is considered with ■ .. 
the other three. 


II * . SUMMARY OF APPELLEE'S POSITION 

§60$ of the Federal Communications Act does not protect' 
the privacy of telephone coinmunications made with the assistance 
of electronic equipment designed to enable the called to avoid 
payment of the toll. Katz v United States, supra, Sugden v United 
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States , . supra . 

If the privacy of the calls in question, however, is pro- 
tected by §60^, the disclosure made here was in accordance with 
that section because the first clause of §60J> covers telephone 
company security personnel and it allows disclosure pursuant to 
subpoena. , > 

In. the absence of any evidence in the record an inference 
that disclosure was improperly made should not be made by the >»-. • 
appellate court. . Vi 

If the telephone company 1 s right to intercept calls is 
governed by a standard of,- reasonableness the Court. must here 
draw that line of reasonableness and logically must allow the 
Government to use the evidence which was reasonably intercepted. 

Even if the evidence was illegally secured there is no pro 
hibition'in' a criminal prosecution in the Federal courts against 
using evidence illegally secured by a private party. ' * 

• ARGUMENT 

HE. ■- RECEIPT AND USE OF THE EVIDENCE BI APPELLEE 

Appellee urges ‘four arguments any one of which makes 
the tape recordings admissible. The first three have been urged : 
earlier and will only be restated albeit in a somewhat different 
manner. , • ‘ • 

A. One who places a call with the "assistance of 
electronic equipment designed to enable the caller to ’ 
avoid paying for the call is entitled to neither the 
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protection of §60£ nor the protection of the Fourth 

Amendment, Sugden, supra and Katz, supra, and thus there 

are no restrictions on the disclosure or admissibility 

of evidence secured by monitoring minute portions of ' 

1 

such telephone calls i 

B. A logical reading of §605 in the year 1968 impels . 
the conclusion that its first section is intended. •' 



h 


officers were attempting to secure billing informa- 
tion for these calls and were the only employees of 

the company in a position to do so) may be divulged 

3 

pursuant to subpoena. 

G. The Government had no knowledge of nor encouraged - 

the telephone company's conduct (R.l;2-1;9, 76-8U ). ; 

Ever since Burdsauv McDowell, 2J>6 U.S. hb$ (1921) 

. 

. ■ ' ; «%. 

courts, have repeatedly held that evidence seized ' . 

i ✓ ~~ 

illegally by i ndividuals and turned over to Fede ral * ■ . 

authorities is admissibl e in a criminal pro secution. . 
j e.g. United States’ v Goldberg, 3 Cir. 1961;, 330 F.2d 
30, 35 cert. den. 377 U.S, 953, United States v. Ashby, ' 

5 Cir. 1957, 21;5 F.2d 681;, 686. , ... ■ 

The exclusionary rule is intended to insure the. 

/ - * 

lawful conduct of Government agents and has never V- , ' 

- - * . 
been extended to exclude from the Federal Courts 

evidence illegally secured by private persons. 

D. Finally, the inference drawn by Judges Godbold and 

Rives that the "existence and some inkling of the con- ’ ' 

tents of the communications were disclosed to the Government by .. 

Wit the telephone company employees is based on a vacuum of ' r 


3 - 

This argument is detailed in Judge Hughes’ dissent at 21, 22 and 
in Appellee’s post oral argument brief at U, 3>. * ' ' 

I . * ■ ‘ - v , 

1 ; , ’ > : ' 

See Opinions at 6 and 19. ’ ' , . . , ' ' • V, ' ' 


' ! ‘ 

evidence in the record and can bo, if necessary, demon- ; 

strated to be contrary to the facts. -- 

The burden is on the accused attacking the pro- ’ 

priety of' certain evidence to establish that it was . ■ 

illegally obtained. United States v Morin, 2 Cir. ‘ • 

1967, 378 F.2d 472, 475 citing Nardone v United States, . . 

308 U. S. 338, 341-342 (1939), Addison v United States, ' ' , . - 

‘ ' ' »***, " ' * • 

5 Cir. 1963, 317 F.2d 808, 812 cert. den. 376 U.S. ' ^ 

90£ (1964). Surely the accused cannot be deemed to ; . • ‘ . 

have carried his burden when no evidence on this • ' 

point was adduced at the pre-trial hearing on the " 

motion to suppress. ' . . . : ’/■ 

' • ■ \ 

The truth, or falsity of an inference which, in '• I, * • 

-! ‘ \ - . ' f . H 

the eyes of at least one Judge, is dispositive of the • 

entire case should be decided by the taking of evidence . . ■ ... - ■ | , 

by. a trial Judge on remand. • At such a hearing the ‘ ' . \v ' 

Government would make available for the defense.. the ‘ 1 t , 

telephone company' and Department of Justice personnel ; ' r 

who discussed' the matter and the Grand Jury subpoena ■ 1 . " 

issued as a result 1 of their.. discussion. *- •’ 

Appellee urges that it iso only fair to wait until ; ' 

after evidence is taken on this matter, if it be deemed. . . .. 

necessary, to question the credibility of the Government • ■ 

as Judge Rives does in footnote 2 of his Opinion. ■ . \ , . ' . ' 


-r « 
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IV. THE BUBIS RATIONALE 

Finally, after resolving the issue of disclosure this 
Court may decide that the Eubis Court was correct in limiting 
monitoring and tape recording under the circumstances here until 
"ample evidence of illegal use of the facilities has been secured 
and that further monitoring or tape recording would be unreasonable 
and unnecessary, Bubis.v United States. 9 Cir., 1967 , 381; F.2d 6U3 \ 

at a,8. 6 '.'• 4k 

If the Court so rules then it must determine when ‘'ample 1 ' 
evidence of illegal use was secured.*^ No matter when the Court 


S ■ '"T' 

Webster's New Collegiate Dictionary, G.C. Merriam Co., I960 ed., V <; . 

defines 'Sample 7 * * * 11 as being: of large size, extent, volume or more than • \ I, \ 

adequate or gratifyingly copious in matter or style and cites as - . >’ , 

a synonym ''Plentiful". '< ‘ ' , 

£ • r ' - . / * - > 

Judge C-odbold has adopted this position at 19, 20. Appellee .has ' ; 

made clear in its post oral argument brief that it disagrees with ' * ■' 

this conclusion of Eubis .' . , ■ ?. 

7 ' ■ ' '' ' i 

Appellee realizes that drawing the line between reasonable and un-* . ■ 

reasonable monitoring requires a' difficult and somettfhat arbitrary : 

decision, but respectfully submits that if the Court's decision is ’ , • - : - ■ 

based on the Eubis rationale, the task must be attempted; for. here, ' ' - , . ; 

unlike normal search and seizure, the evidence is severable. ' , ^ : 

Phrased differently, the admissibility of the evidence secured on ' , 
the later days should not affect the admissibility of the evidence - - x ' ' " . ; . > . 

secured on the earlier days . . _ • ■ : v 
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decides this point occurred there is no reason that the initial • 

monitoring and tape recordings would not be reasonable and there- 
fore admissible (assuming the Court has previously decided that 
disclosure was proper. ). . ■ 

v * FACTUAL CLARIFICATION REGARDING FOOTNOTE^ 

Because footnote 1J? of Judge Rives Opinion refuses to 
accept at face value 'the facts in footnote 3 of the Governments .. ! 

brief and then proceeds to make crucial conclusions based on his 
understanding of the equipment involved, appellee feels some 'factual ' / ' 

clarification may benefit the Court. . 

After recognizing that the phone company has the light 

and duty to require payment of calls. Judge Rives states that "■ • , .. 

* » 

use o± the blue box detection unit wi th a peg counter meter without ■ . 1 , 

• a tape recorder would "adequately protect" the phone company. To ■ I; • 

determine whether this is true it is necessary to understand exactly ; ' ' 

what a peg counter meter does. It discloses only the existence of :• 

a 2600-cycle tone. More importantly, it does not disclose (a) who .oV- 
is making the call, (b) who oher a blue box is being used, (d) what , ?> ■, 

number is called, (d) whether the connection is completed or (e) " . ■ . . ;■ • ' 

how long the call lasts. All of which would be sine qua non elements . • <■ 

K t * h 

of establishing fraud. It is to be recalled that a 2600-cycle tone - \ 

I * \ ’ 

could have sources- other than a blue box. Hopefully this punctuates ' 1 . ■ \ 

the fact that a mere peg counter meter would not give “adequate pro- ‘ : 

tection". ■ • ; ' . .V .. . .>■ “ . 


9 





8 


. t 

d i 

!> . t t 

In the next part of footnote l£, Judge Rives contradicts ’ f 

3 

f 

his own Opinion. He states that evidence of a 2600-cycle tone 

secured by a peg counter meter would be lawfully obtained evidence ‘ 

* ' ■ ft 

and th$n states that the telephone company could report to a - 

governmental authority the probable commission of a crime 9 and 

, •( r 

the government could then petition a Court for a search warrant 

to place a tape recorder on the line. This is amazing in light ‘ ' i , 

of the fact that on page 13 of his Opinion he makes it clear that,, . 

’i * 4 

the second clause of §50fj "means what it says and says what it ‘ 

means". A reading of that clause reveals that it says that ’ 
divulging the mere existence of an intercepted conmuni cation is ; 

prohibited. The existence of the communications would of course • 1 ■ 

1 4 : 

have to be disclosed to the Government to enable it to secure a . ' . 

search warrant alleging. ‘a violation of a federal crime. Under • • . ' 

Judge Rives own Opinion then, his recommended method would be “ j 

' r* 

improper disclosure. \ b 

*In addition it is difficult to see what crime's "probable 

* ' r 

cause" requirements would be satisfied by the mere showing that , • ; I;/ 

a 2600-cycle tone was detected on a phone line by a peg counter meter. • 

■ • ' , •- . ' • . b 

It should be apparent that minimum adequate protection for , • '• ' - ■' 

the phone company cannot be accomplished as Judge Rives suggests . '- 1 . . ■ 

VI. EFFECT OF KATZ v UNITED STATES * ‘ • j ” 

Katz v United States , 389 U.S. 3^7 (196?) is inapplicable. • ' b 

. b , ! 

Its facts involved neither wiretapping nor §60.^, Katz held that ! '-.b .• ' 

eavesdropping (not wiretapping) by Federal agents (not private parties) . 

<’ . . \ 1 b ■ -o' 
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was a violation of the Fourth Amendment (not § 60 £) because the 
agents had not secured a search warrant. Katz had paid his . 
toll and the Court made it clear that he was entitled to the 
protection of the Fourth Amendment from eavesdropping only 
because he had paid his toll. (See petition for rehearing 
at ii s 6, and 7). Katz thus reaffirms that Court's holding • . 

t 

in Sugden that no right' of privacy exists until one has secured ^ 
the privilege 'of using the communications facility by -obtaining * 
the requisite license or by paying the toll. • . ,* 

CONCLUSION ’ 

Appellee respectfully prays that this Court withdraw 
its Opinion’ of March 5, 1968 and affirm in all respects the ./ 
judgment of the Ids tract Court. - . ■ • ; 

In the alternative, Appellee respectfully prays that ' 
if the inference discussed herein is dispositive of the cause 
xhat this cause be remanded to the District Court for an immediate v - 
evidentiary hearing restricted to the issue of what information'' 
was disclosed to the Government by the telephone company. \ " .■ 


r • 

r; 

s - 


Respectfully submitted,. 


FRED M. VINSON, JR. 
•Assistant Attorney General 


WALLACE H. JOHNSON 



'l. 




WILLIAM/GT EARLE 

Attorneys, Department, of- 
Justice, Criminal Division 


10 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

V 


I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true copy of the foregoing 
Brief on Rehearing of Appellee was mailed to James J. Hogan, 
Esq., U20 Lincoln Road, Miami, Beach, Florida, attorney for the 
Appellants, this ^ / ^d ay of May, 1968. . . 
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165-1990 



There is enclosed the file which has been maintained 
in the Laboratory in connection with the above- captioned matter. 
It is desired that this file be maintained as an enclosure to the 
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Memorandum 



(165-1990) date: August 6 


(165-592) (P) 


subject: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA , aka. ; 

ET AL 
ITAR; 

ITWI; 

FBW 


to : DIRECTOR, FBI 
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FROi 


imA-' SAC, MIAMI 

' - A 
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00: MIAMI 


Re Miami let to Bureau, 6/10/68. 

On August 6, 1968, Mr. WILLIAM G? EARLE, 
Departmental Attorney, Miami, Florida, advised that no 
additional action has taken place in this matter since 
the Government filed its brief in connection with the 
rehearing. 


This matter is being followed by the Miami 
Division and the Bureau will be kept informed of 
pertinent developments . 


Bureau 

Miami 


(1 - 165-592) 
(1 - 66-2944) 
FWD/neb 
(4) 
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 

MAY 1962 EDITION 

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.5 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 


Director (165-1990) 


date: October 25, 1968 


FROM 


SAC, Miami (165-592) (P*) 



subject: 


KENNETH 
ET AL 
ITAR; 
ITWI; 
FBW 


HERBER'T HANNA, 


aka; 


be 

blC 


00: Miami 

Re Miami letter to Bureau dated 8/6/68. 

It is recalled that the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals 
entered an order in this matter granting a rehearing of this 
case before the three judge panel of the court which heard the 
case originally. The rehearing was to be submitted on briefs. 


Mr. WILLIAM G. E. 


On October 23, 19Q£L 
Attorney, Miami, advised SA 
has yet been rendered on the renearing. 



The Bureau will be kept 
developments . 


' Bureau 


Cincinnati (165-331) (Info) 

1 - New Orleans (165-597) (Info) 

2 - Miami (1 - 66-2944) 

FWD:amc 

( 6 ) 


informed of the pertinent 
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A L 


FBI WASH DC 

'D? 

FBI MIAMI 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 
NOVI 91968^ 
iTEIXTYFE 


8:12PM DEFERRED 11-19-68 PJL 

TO DIRECTdR (165-1990) AND NEW ORLEANS (165-597)/ 


FROM MIAMI (165-592) 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA ET AL - I TAR 5 ITWIj FBW. 



RE MMLETTER TO BUREAU OCT. TWENTYFIVE LAST. 

DA WILLIAM G. EARLE ADVISED FROM WASHINGTON TODAY THE 
FIFTH. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS IN NEW ORLEANS REVERSED THEIR 
ORIGINAL DECISION AND RULED THREE TO ZERO IN FAVOR OF THE 

< A 

GOVERNMENT IN HANNA VERSUS U.S. FIFTH CIRCUIT ENTERED AN 
ORDER IN THIS MATTER GRANTING A HEARING OF CASE BEFORE A THREE 
JUDGE PANEL OF THE COURT WHICH ORIGINALLY HEARD THE CASE. 


DECISION EXTREMELY IMPORTANT IN 


ET AL CASE 


WHICH. IS CURRENTLY IN THE FIFTH CIRCUIT AND WHICH HAS 'SIMILAR 

ST-11 3 

QUESTIONS AS THE HANNA APPEAL, pro o^REG^^/Z ("> / t 


QUESTIONS AS THE HANNA APPEAL. R£C ^ ^ 6 ^fJ 

NEW ORLEANS CONFIRM DECISION AND ADVISE BUREAU AND MIAMf?^ ’ B "“ """ 

Fwn IB NOV 20 1968 


FBI WASH DC 





FEDERAL BUREAU Of INVESTIGATION 
0. S. DEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE / 

' COMMUNICATIONS SECTION 

S N0V2O196WV 

TELETYPE 


FBI WASH DC 


FBI NEW ORLS 


10:5jSPM URGENT 11-20-68 LAB 



/tO DIRECTOR 165-1990 AND MIAMI 165-592 
FROM NEW ORLEANS 165-597 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, AKA ET AL - ITAR; ITWI; FBW. 

RE MIAMI TELETYPE TO DIRECTOR AND NEW ORLEANS NOVEMBER 
NINETEEN LAST, 

DECISION OF FIFTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS, NEW ORLEANS, 
DATED NOVEMBER EIGHTEEN LAST REFLECTS ON RE-HEARING THE 
JUDGEMENTS OF CONVICTION OF BOTH HANNA AND MODELL ARE 
AFFIRMED. 

COPIES OBTAINED AND BEING FORWARDED THIS DATE 

( 

AIR MAIL SPECIAL DELIVERY. 
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Date: November 27, 1968 


(Type in plaintext or code)' 

AIRMAIL 

(Priority) 


TO: DIRECTOR, FBI 
FROM: SAC, MIAMI? 


(165-1990) 

(165-592) 


(P*) 


KENNETH, HERBERT HANNA, aka.; 

NATHAN MODELL 

ITAR; 

ITWI ; 

FBW 


00: MIAMI 

Subject NATHAN MODELL died at Miami Beach 
on 11/22/68. 


Above for information. 


3i Bureau 

1 - Atlanta (info) (162-268) 

1 - New York (info) (165-1344) 

1 - Miami 

™ /neb EX-102, 


773 



79 


NOV: 29 jgeg 
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Transmit the following in 
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(Type in plaintext or code) 


AMSD 


(Priority) 


FROM: 


DIRECTOR, FBI (165-1990) 

SAC, NEW ORLEANS (165-597) (RUC) 

' *. . 


b':\y 


SUBJECT: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka; . 

, . . ET AL . . . 

ITAR; ITWI ; FBW , 

Re New Orleans letter to Bureau, 9/18/68. 

On 11/20/68 J \ Deputy 

Clerk, Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals, New Orleans, La.' 
made available' three copies of decision on re-hearing, 
dated' 11/18/68, copy of which is enclosed for the Bureau, 
Miami, and Atlanta. : 

The decision stales that the judgements of 
conviction, of both HANNA and MODELL are therefore , 

AFFIRMED. . i h 
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<V Special Agent in Charge 
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RE: KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, aka 

ET AL 

1-copy of U.S. COURT OF APPEALS re-hearing 
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United States Court of Appeals 

FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT 


No. 24343 


KENNETH HERBERT , HAN N A and NATHAN MOD ELL, 

- ■ v . y -- - - v ~ Appellants* 

> versus • 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

>. Appellee. 

Appeals from the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida: 

(November 18, 1968) 


ON REHEARING 

Before RIVES and GODBOLD, Circuit Judges, 
and HUGHES, District' Judge. 

^ * 

RIVES, Circuit Judge: On original hearing, T Judge 
Rives wrote what was intended to become the opinion 
of the Court. Jiidge Godbold concurred specially, and 
Judge Hughes dissented. On further consideration, it 


^Opinion reported in 393 F.2d 700. 
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HANNA and MODELL v. U. S. A. 


appears that Judge Rives’ original opinion is in error 
both as to the facts and as to the law. 

The factual errors are contained in footnotes 2 and 
15. The inference was mistakenly drawn “that prior to 
the issuance of the subpoena duces tecum, the exist- 
ence and some inkling of the contents of the communi- 
cations were disclosed to the Government by some 
telephone company employee.” 2 It now appears that 
that inference is unwarranted since it does not follow 
from the evidence that either the existence or the con- 
tents of the communications were unlawfully dis- 
closed. Indeed, the telephone company’s explanation 
of the disclosure in its amicus curiae brief is entirely 
consistent with the evidence: 

• ' “We are prepared to show, if the Court 

should deem it necessary, that after Southern 
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company had 
gathered evidence of Hanna’s fraud by wire, 

Mr. H. W. William Caming of this Company’s 
i‘ Legal Department on December 14, 1965 tele- 

' phoned Mr. Robert D. Peloquin of the Depart- 

ment of Justice and reported only the follow- 
ing: that evidence of electronic toll fraud had 
been discovered in the southern Florida area, 
which we would disclose under proper sub- 
poena. 

“Thus, no disclosure whatever, within the 
meaning of § 605, was made to the Government 

2That erroneous inference was expressly relied on by Judge God- 
bold in his concurring opinion. See 393 F.2d at 708. 
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HANNA and MODELL v. U. S. A. 3 

prior to Mr. Doyle’s appearance before the 
federal grand jury on December 22 in re- 
sponse to its subpoena duces tecum (R. 50). 

Not only was there no prior disclosure of the 
existence or contents of any particular com- 
munication, hut also neither the suspect’s name, 
occupation, nor telephone numbers were di- 
vulged (Emphasis in the original.) 

While Hanna and Modell are not bound by that state- 
ment, it does establish the incorrectness of the infer- 
ence, and Hanna and Modell cannot reap any benefit 
from that mistaken inference. Of course, the burden 
of showing prejudicial error is upon the party attack- 
ing the judgment. 3 

In footnote 15 to Judge Rives’ original opinion, he 
digressed to explain why he did not think that .the tele- 
phone company necessarily had to record any parts 
of the conversations in order to, perform its duty to 
require payment of the long distance tolls prescribed 
in its tariffs. The telephone company’s explanation of 
its statutory duties and of its procedures in meeting 
those duties demonstrates the necessity for it to record 
limited parts of ithe conversations in order to require 
payment of the long distance tolls for illegal calls: 

“No carrier can discriminate between its cus- 
tomers by extending preferential treatment 
to any. 47 U.S.C. §§ 202, 203(c). Knowingly to al- 
low those committing electronic toll fraud to 


sNeubauer v. United States, 8 Cir. 1958, 250 F.2d 838, 839; Hall 
v. Texas & N.O. Ry. Co., 5 Cir. 1962, 307 F.2d 875, 876. 


•V** 


' ,v * 

* 

f ' * 

r ’ ' 4 HANNA and MODELS v. U. S. A. 

receive free service would constitute such dis- 
crimination. Furthermore, each carrier is en- 
joined, under pain of criminal penalty, not to 
neglect or fail to maintain correct and com- 
plete records and accounts of the movements 
of all traffic over its facilities. 47 U.S.C. § 220. 
Each carrier is also obliged to collect the fed- 
eral excise tax levied upon each long distance 
can. 26 U.S.C. § 4251. . . . 

“. . . there is no alternative at this state of 
the art but to make a limited recording of ‘ 
each illegal call - at least of the fraudulent 
dialing and opening salutations - to: 

. - (i) identify the calling party (the user 

of the blue box), and others with whom 
he may be acting in concert . . . identifica- 
tion of the telephone line from which the 
fraudulent calls are originating must be 
(« ‘ foUowed by the more difficult identifica- 

> tion of the specific individual making the 

caUs - this is, of course, of paramount im- 
portance; 

(ii) establish the location from which the 
calls are originating; 

- Most blue boxes, for example, are 

not cumbersome installations but 
rather, portable devices (some as 
small as a pack of cigarettes) which 
can be readily attached to telephone 
wires by alligator clips. 


HANNA and MODELL v. U. S. A. ' 5 

(iii) record the multifrequency tones be- 
ing ‘dialed’ (key pulsed) by the blue box; 
and 

(iv) determine whether the fraudulent 
call was completed (by the called party 
answering). (R. 63, 68-70, 81-84, 35-38, 42- 
45.) 

“Distance (as well as time) is a factor in 
determining the proper billing charge for a 
lopg distance call. It is, therefore, necessary 
to ascertain each specific location called after 
the wrongdoer seizes the circuit.” 

Since it is not shown that the telephone company did 
more than was necessary for it to comply with the 
duties imposed by 47 U.S.C. § 220 and 26 U.S.C. § 4251, 
it does not appear that it exceeded the standards of 
reasonableness as Judge Godbold had originally 
thought. 4 Again, the burden of showing prejudicial er- 
ror has not been sustained by the parties attacking the 
judgment. 5 

As to the law, Judge Rives’ original opinion was in 
error in not recognizing what Judge Hughes expressed 
so clearly in her dissenting opinion: 

“The leading case which sustains the view 
that, if the use of a communication facility is 

4See concurring opinion, 393 F.2d 708. 
sSee footnote 3, supra. 
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illegal, the right of privacy does not exist and 
the matter may be divulged, is Sugden v. U. S., 

226 F.2d 281 (9th Cir. 1955) affirmed per 
curiam, 351 U.S. 916, 76 S.Ct. 709.” 

393 F.2d at 709. 

This Court is bound by the decision in Sugden be- 
cause it was affirmed by the Supreme Court in a terse 
per curiam: “The judgment is affirmed.” 351 U.S. 916. 
The judgment thus affirmed is summarized in the 
last paragraph of the opinion of the Ninth Circuit as 
follows: “The orders dismissing the causes and sup- 
pressing evidence are reversed for proceedings not 
inconsistent with this opinion.” 226 F.2d at 286. That 
opinion had explained that the operators were not 
licensed until September 17th, “Therefore, they were 
not legally using the station before September 17th.” 
The opinion had expressed the view, “that the trial 
court should re-examine the motions of defendants on 
the basis that free use of any radio communications 
made before September 17th can be made. The district 
court will need a new hearing before ruling on the sup- 
pression of evidence and quashing the indictment.” 
226 F.2d at 285. Clearly, in affirming the judgment the 
Supreme Court placed its stamp of approval on that 
much of the opinion. Indeed, that was the only part of 
the opinion adverse to the defendants at whose in- 
stance certiorari was granted. 350 U.S. 952. 

No sound distinction as to the applicability of sec- 
tion 605 can be drawn between wire and radio. The 
original statute, written in almost identical terms, 
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applied only to radio communications. Act of Feb. 23, 
1927, ch. 169, § 27, 44 Stat. 1162, 1172. Those provisions 
were extended to wire communications by section 605 
without any distinction being made between the two 
methods of communication. It must, therefore, be con- 
ceded that when the use of the communication facili- 
ty itself is illegal, section 605 has no application, at 
least insofar as concerns the person guilty of such 
illegal users. Whatever we might otherwise think, this 
Court is bound by the Sugden decision. Section 605 be- 
ing inapplicable as to Hanna, the district court proper- 
ly admitted against him the tape recordings and 
gambling paraphernalia found as a result of those 
recordings. 

As to Modell, the case may stand differently. In Sug- 
den, supra, the Ninth Circuit commented that, “It 
seems none [no license] is required for the operator 
of the mobile end of the two way radio apparatus.” 226 
F.2d 282. That operator, however, was not a defend- 
ant, and there was thus no holding that any evidence 
of the conversation would be admissible against him. 
Here Modell is a defendant, and, concededly, there was 
no proof that he knew that Hanna was using the tele- 
phone illegally. 6 Since Modell, in the imagery of Sug- 


«In the district court the United! States Attorney unequivocally 
conceded: “As far as Mr. Modell is concerned, we certainly 
concede that there is absolutely no proof that he was using one 
of these blue boxes and there is no proof even that he knew 
a blue box was being used.” If Modell had also been a tres- 
passer on the line, the probability is that he would have been 
using a “black box.” The witness Doyle testified as follows: 
“THE COURT: What is a black box as distinguished 
from a blue box? 
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den, 226 F.2d 285, was “legally on the air,” section 605 
applied as to him. 

There was, however, no violation 'Of section 605 in 
obtaining and divulging the statements of Modell if 
the telephone company employee who learned of the 
communications and thereafter divulged their exist- 
ence and contents was, within the meaning of the first 
clause of section 605, “a person . . . transmitting, or 
assisting in transmitting,” the communication. Further 
consideration has persuaded Judges Rives and God- 
bold to agree with Judge Hughes that, under the cir- 
cumstances of this case, “a security officer, in the 
light of present day developments, should be included 
' among company employees engaged in the transmis- 

■ ' sion of communications.” That is true because the 

obligations imposed upon the telephone company by 
the Communications Act and the Internal Revenue 
Laws, 47 U.S.C. §§ 202, 203, 220; 26 U.S.C. § 451, both au- 
thorized and required it to discover the existence and 
(j ‘ parts of the contents of the illegal calls. Under those 

laws, such discovery becomes a part and parcel of the 
transmission of the communications. Section 605 pro- 
vides that information thus lawfully obtained may be 
divulged “in response to a subpoena issued by a court 
of competent jurisdiction, or on demand of other law- 

“THE WITNESS: A black box is also an electronic de- 

vice. It is placed on the terminating end to the telephone 
pall The black box, in effect, shows our toll billing net- 
work that that telephone call was never answered, when, 
in fact, it was answered and people talked. That is the 
basic difference.” 

There was no proof that a “black box” was placed on 
Modell’s end of the line. 
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ful authority.” It now appears that the existence and 
parts of the contents of the communications were' both 
lawfully obtained and lawfully divulged, and that 
there was no violation of section 605. Hence, the dis- 
tract court properly admitted against Modell the tape 
recordings and gambling paraphernalia found as a 
result of those recordings. 

The judgments of conviction of both Hanna and 
Modell are therefore 

AFFIRMED. 
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IN THE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
OCTOBER TERM, 1968 


No. 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA, 


versus 


Petitioner, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Respondent. 


Petition for Writ of Certiorari to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit. 


OPINION BELOW 

The opinion of the Court of Appeals is reported in 
393 F.2d 700, and is included herein as Appendix C. 

JURISDICTION 

The judgment of the Court of Appeals was entered 
March 5, 1968. Appendix A. An order granting a re- 
hearing was entered on April 17, 1968. Appendix B. The 
judgment on rehearing was entered on November 18, 
1968. Appendix C. A petition for rehearing was denied 
December 30, 1968. Appendix D.. The jurisdiction of this 
court is invoked under 28 U.S.C. 1254(1). : 
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QUESTION PRESENTED 

Can the telephone company monitorings of illegal 
communications become legal evidence. 

STATUTE INVOLVED 

47 U.S.C. 605 provides in pertinent part: 

«* * * an{ j no p erson not being authorized by 
the sender shall intercept any communication 
and divulge or publish the existence, contents, 
substance, purport, effect, or meaning of such 
intercepted communication to any person;* * *” 

Amendment Four to the United States Constitution, 
provides: 

“The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects, against 
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not 
be. violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but 
upon* probable cause, supported by Oath or 
affirmation, and particularly describing the 
place to be searched, and the persons or things 
to be seized.” 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

^ ' * 

The case may be summarized in one sentence. In an 
attempt to find non-paying users of long distance lines, 
the telephone company tapped the telephone conver- 
sations of Kenneth Herbert Hanna and produced there- 
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from the evidence that resulted in his conviction for 
interstate gambling. However, because the opinion of 
which this petition complains referred to an “error 
of fact” it becomes necessary to consider all facts in 
more detail. 

In the first opinion of the fifth circuit the court stat- 
ed “there was no dispute about the facts” and proceed- 
ed to quote the government version, which is as fol- 
lows: 


. “In the twenty-seven day period from No- 
vember 24, 1965, to December 21, 1965 over 
500 telephone calls were placed from defend- 
ant Hanna’s phone to a distant information 
operator (e.g. 1-area code-555-1212) (R. 35). 
This was discovered during an investigation 
of Hanna’s phone conducted solely by the 
American Telegraph and Telephone (sic) 
Company and its subsidiary, Southern Bell 
Telegraph and Telephone (sic) Company. Han- 
na’s phone had become the focus- of an 
investigation by the telephone company, after 
an official of the company in New York de- 
tected an unusual condition on Miami phone 
number 945-9723. He notified Gerard Doyle, 
Security Manager of Southern Bell Telegraph 
and Telephone (sic) Company, of this unusual 
condition and that the condition indicated that 
in all likelihood a device known as a ‘blue 
box’ 1 was being used on the line. (R. 34, 295). 
Doyle investigates toll frauds for the tele- 
phone company. Doyle knew from experience 
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that bookmakers use these devices. (R. 40-42, 
295). So when he discovered that 945-9723 was 
subscribed to by Kenneth Hanna, whom Doyle 
knew to be a local bookmaker (R. 40, 295), 
he instructed company engineer, Ray Fowler, 
to determine if the unusual condition was a 
‘blue box’. On November 24, 1965 Fowler at- 
tached a piece of electronic equipment to 
Hanna’s line capable of sensing a 2600 cycle 
tone originating at the subscriber’s telephone. 
(R.42). 2 It was attached to Hanna’s line be- 
fore the line reached the toll network. (R. 
66). Each time the detection unit sensed a 
2600 cycle tone it activated a ‘peg counter 
meter’ which is simply a counting device for 
totalling the number of times a 2600 cycle tone 
is perceived by the detection unit. (R. 42, 
80, 41). 


“That night Fowler called Doyle and indi- 
cated that the counter was registering. (R. 
43). Doyle then advised him to put a tape 
recorder on Hanna’s line to record the sounds 
made by the ‘blue box’. (R. .43, 80, 82). The 
tape recorder was unattended and was set to 
cut .off automatically 35-45 seconds after be- 
ing activated by the 2600 cycle tone on the 
subscriber’s line. (R. 43, 44) . 3 Fowler was 
certain that a ‘blue box’ was being used and 
notified Doyle. (R. 45, 46, 83, 84). The detec- 
tion unit, counter and unattended recorder re- 
mained on Hanna’s line sporadically for twen- 
ty-three of the next twenty-six days until on 
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December 21, 1965, Doyle received a subpoena 
directing him to produce all the recordings 
before a Federal Grand Jury in Philadelphia, 
Pa. (R. 46-49, 296). He appeared the follow- 
ing day and turned the tapes over to the 
Grand Jury. (R. 57). This is the first time 
anyone in the Federal Government had knowl- 
edge that Hanna’s line was being monitored. 
(R. 50). 2 Attorneys for the United States De- 
partment of Justice handling the Philadelphia 
Grand Jury turned the tapes over to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. The tapes 
were in turn given to Special Agent William 
Heist in Miami who contacted Doyle on De- 
cember 30, 1965. (R. 61). This is the first time 
Doyle was ever contacted by an agent of 
the Federal Government relating to this mat- 
ter (R. 50, 51, 61, 94) and he never did tell 
anyone outside the Grand Jury what was on 
the tapes. (R. 57). ” 3 

“Based on the conversations contained in the 
tapes, Heist and Special Agent Maurice Rous- 
sell obtained a search warrant for Hanna’s 
home and an arrest warrant for his person. 
(R. 91). Heist also determined that defendant 
Modell was one of the people called by Hanna 
in New York City. (R. 87, 92, 160). Because the 
conversations between Hanna and Modell re- 
vealed they were engaged in the use of inter- 
state facilities in aid of bookmaking, as they 
later admitted by stipulation, arrest and search 
warrants were also issued against defendant 


* 

i 

1 

3 


\ 

t 


i 


6 


Modell and his apartment. On January 8, 1966, 
agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
executed the warrants and bookmaking .para- 
phernalia was. .seized at both places. The 
‘blue box’ .was seized at Hanna’s residence. 
(R. 100).” 

SOME VARIATIONS ON THE STATEMENT OF THE 

CASE 


The court in footnotes 1, 2 and 3 expressed some res- 
ervations more .specifically (1) They expressed some 
doubt that “only” by placing a tape monitor on the 
Hanna line could the company determine the illegal 
use; (2) They expressed some doubt that the first time 
anyone in the government h.ad knowledge of the wire- 
tap was when the company official testified before the 
Grand. Jury. The court’s doubt that a wiretap was the 
only solution to the telephone company’s problem of 
catching thieves on their lines was adequately an- 
swered in the reversed first opinion wherein in a foot- 
note they said: . 

As previously indicated, we do not accept at 
face value all that the Government says in 
footnote 3 to its brief. It seems to us that the 
use of the blue box detection unit with the 
v counter meter, but without the tape record-'- 

cr, would have given the telephone company 
adequate protection. With information thus 
lawfully obtained, a routine inspection might 
have • resulted in the discovery and. removal 
of the blue box. The telephone company -might 
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also have reported to appropriate govern- 
' mental authority the probable commission of 
a crime, following which the Government 
might have obtained a search warrant for the 
electronic search, as now authorized by the 
recent Katz decision referred to in footnote 14, 
or even for the blue box itself. A search war- 
. rant is of course not available to the telephone 
company. See 47 Am.Jur., Searches and Seiz- 1 

ures, § 4, p. 504, § 56, pp. 536, 537; 79 C.J.S., E 

Searches and Seizures, § 63, p. 825. 

The second reservation made by the court in the 
first opinion was to the fact that while at the very in- 
stant a telephone company official was eavesdropping 
on Hanna’s line he received a subpoena to appear be- 
fore a Grand Jury in a distant city — all without some 
connection between the telephone company and the 
government before the issuance of the subpoena. 

Petitions cannot help but interpolate that the in- 
credulity of the court in the first instance was not the . 
doubt of St. Thomas but was in fact the logic of St. 

Thomas Aquinas. Or, to put it very bluntly petitioner 
still believes that only collusion between the telephone 
company and the government could have produced the 
right subpoena for the right material at the right time. 

* 

However the original opinion was reversed in the 
later opinion because of: Error of Law - the Fifth Cir- 
cuit did not follow United States vs. Sugden, 226 F.2d 
281 (9th Cir. 1955), affirmed per curiam, 351 U.S. 916, l 

76 S.Ct. 709. Error' of fact the mistaken inference “ — - 
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that prior to the issuance of the subpoena duces tecum, 
the existence and some inkling of the contents of the 
communications were disclosed to the Government by 
some telephone company employee”. 

The Triple Threat of Mr. H. W. William Caming 

The court reversed its original opinion on an error of 
fact or erroneous inference that there must have been 
. some inkling” of information moving from the 
telephone company to the government before the is- 
suance of this subpoena. This reversal did not result 
from a re-evaluation of material within the record, 
but obviously from the handiwork of one Mr. H. W. 
William Caming of the legal staff of the Southern Bell 
Telephone & Telegraph Company. This versatile in- 
dividual does not appear in this record until the final 
rehearing, but once he ,does appear, he does so in a 
three ply capacity. 

As amicus curiae, he informed the court that they 
had already made grave error by denying the com- 
pany the right to listen to any and all telephone con- 
versations to see if someone was sneaking a free call. 
This friend would have the court believe that no con- 
stitutional rights are at issue if the company without 
a semblance of legal process proceeds to determine by 
itself which telephone calls are legally made, and which 
are illegally made. 

As a witness the ever present Mr. H. W. William 
Caming is right there. There on the last rehearing he 
testifies, or offers to testify exactly what is necessary 
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to bring his company’s operations within legal limits* 
In the amicus curiae brief, the telephone company 
said: 


“We are prepared to show, if the Court 
should deem it necessary, that after Southern : 
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company had 
gathered evidence of Hanna’s fraud by wire, 

Mr. H. W. William Caming of this Company’s 
Legal Department on December 14, 1965 tele- 
phoned Mr. Robert D. Peloquin of the Depart- 
ment of Justice and reported only the follow- 
ing: that evidence of electronic toll fraud had 
been discovered in the southern Florida area, 
which we would disclose under proper sub- 
poena.” 

As an advocate, he champions the cause of the fi- 
nancial giants and pleads that the most irreparable 
of injury — the loss of profit — will occur if the court 
denies the telephone company the right to wiretap. 

CAN THE TELEPHONE COMPANY MONITORINGS OF 
ILLEGAL COMMUNICATIONS BECOME LEGAL 

EVIDENCE? 


B 


I 


It has in this case. 

f Hanna stands convicted of interstate gambling ac- 
tivity (18 U.S.C. 1084, 1952) on evidence derived from 
illegal telephone communications that were record- 
ed by telephone company employees. 
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■ At the ■ time Hanna was decided, two circuits had 
considered the question and reached diametrically 
opposed decisions. Brandon v. United States, 10 C.A., 
382 ,r.2d 607, 1967, held this evidence to be admissible. 
Bubis v. United States, 9 C.A., 384 F.2d 643, held this 
evidence to be inadmissible. The Hanna decision -of 
March 6, 1968, followed Bubis. On November 18, 1968, 
the fifth circuit reversed the earlier ruling and fol- 
lowed the Brandon ruling, holding the evidence to be 
admissible. Certiorari review of this opinion is asked 
in this petition. 

Applicability of Katz (Katz v. United States, 389 U.S. 
347, 88 S.Ct. 507, 19 L.ed.2d 576 (1967) 

The fifth circuit opinion that followed Bubis and held 
that the telephone company interception of a telephone 
conversation could produce no admissible evidence 
was reversed at the request of the Attorney General. 
Amongst other representations made to this Court 
were: That the Katz opinion was authority for the fact 
that the dime in the slot of a pay telephone was the 
one factor that guaranteed the caller the constitutional 
protection of his right to privacy, and that the absence 
of this payment to a private telephone company gave 
the government — and the owner of the telephone — 
the right to listen to every conversation, record same 
and, if incriminating, to produce it in a court of law 
as evidence against the non-payer. 

* This preposterous interpretation of the Attorney 
General follows from the following excerpt from Katz: 
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“One who occupies (a telephone booth) shuts 
the door behind him and pays a toll that per- . 
mits him to place a call, is surely entitled to 
assume that the words he utters into the mouth- 
piece will not be broadcast to the world.” 

The Attorney General, having thus disposed of the 
Katz application, then informed the fifth circuit that 
they were bound by Sugden vs. United States, 9 C.A., 
226 F.2d 281. Affirmed in per curiam, 351 U.S. 916 
(1956). This is a case in which government, officials 
monitored unlicensed radio transmission and discov- 
ered another crime. This 1955 interception of a radio 
transmission was, and pr-obably still is, admissible evi- 
dence. 

The current fifth circuit opinion on rehearing rests 
squarely on the Sugden case. 


To this petitioner replies: The difference between a 
radio broadcast and a telephone conversation demon- 
strates the thought and reasoning behind the quotation 
from Katz. A broadcast turns loose in the atmosphere 
a communication. It is there for anyone to witness, and 
certainly government investigators are at liberty to 
witness and report what they heard. A telephone con- 
versation, on the other hand, is almost behind closed 
doors. It is momentarily within a wire circuit that or- 
dinarily no one would, expect would be broken — that 
is, intercepted. But this, is the case here. And the inter- 
ceptor is not the government, but the private telephone 
company, who may, if not stopped by law, intercept 
any private telephone conversation on the assumption 
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that they are looking for the one caller who did not 
pay the tariff. Even more significant is the judicial 
function assigned to the private telephone company. 
If they determined that the call is illegal, then they 
intercept and divulge freely any and all evidence that 
their snooping has uncovered. 

The misinterpretation of Katz is even more flagrant 
when it is noted that Katz is a “bugging” case and not 
a wiretap matter, and that it guarantees the right of 
privacy to individuals and not to places. Katz and 
Berger add the broadest fourth amendment constitu- 
tional dimensions to the right of the individual to his 
privacy. Berger v. New York, U.S., 18 L.ed.2d 1040, 87 
S.Ct. Petitioner believes this right of privacy belongs 
to all men, the guilty and the not guilty, and to the 
payers and non-payers of telephone bills. The counter- 
feiter behind closed doors has the right of privacy, as 
does the non-payer of telephone bills, neither can be 
denied this privacy except by authority of a lawful 
search warrant. 

The Berger case eliminated all interception and di- 
vulgence of telephone communications, except those 
that could be done under fourth amendment sanctions. 
Long ago, in Nardone we found that “no one” meant 
no one may intercept and divulge a telephone com- 
munication. Nardone v. United States, 302 U.S. 379, 
308 U.S. 338. This is still the law, even after Berger, 
with the sole exception of the governmental power to 
issue search warrants under the strict limitations of 
the fourth amendment. 
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Petitioner believes that the Constitution, Berger and 
Katz cannot be ignored and no court should have any 
difficulty finding that the rights our Constitution gua- 
ranteed includes the right to deny the telephone com- 
pany the authority to overhear any conversation on the 
pretext that they are looking for non-payers. 

It is not difficult under our Constitution to find that 
the private telephone company has no fight to deter- 
mine which calls are illegal, and therefore, which calls 
they will overhear and report in ultra vires law enforce- 
ment. “Profit” is the motivation of our economy, and 
admittedly, it is the sine qua non of our private enter- 
prise .sysem, yet, petitioner believes that even before 
the Berger-Katz era under 47 TJ.S.C. 605 the individual’s 
rights were considered paramount. The famous “un- 
whipped” quotation from Nardone was reworked by 
Judge Rives in the first Hanna opinion in the fifth cir- 
cuit. He said: 

“Adding to the language of the Supreme 
Court the italicized expressions enclosed in 
parentheses, we would say the ‘Congress may 
have thought it less important that some of- 
fenders should go unwhipped of justice (and 
that the telephone company lose some long dis- 
tance tolls ) than that officers (or telephone 
company employees) should resort to methods 
deemed inconsistent with ethical standards 
and destructive of personal liberty.” 302 U.S. 
at P. 383. Nardone v. United States, 302 U.S. 

379, Second Appeal, 308 U.S. 338. 
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Constitutionally, in the post Berger and Katz era, 
this will not be tolerated, and if no other factors were 
involved, the conviction <of Hanna would be a travesty. 
There are, of course, other considerations. Hanna was 
stealing long distance service, and under our concept 
of private enterprise, the telephone company has the 
right to receive pay and profit for its services. 

Hanna, a thief if you will, is protected by the fourth 
amendment of the constitution of the United States to 
the same degree as is the chairman of the Board of 
American Telephone Telegraph Company. To intrude 
•on the privacy of either requires legal process, no less 
than a search warrant within Constitutional dimen- 
sions. But the chairman of the board, or some under- 
ling, in effect says: Do you mean to tell me that I can- 
not look for a thief of the product I sell. Petitioner im- 
plores this court to hold that the telephone company 
must look for their thieves just, as any other individual 
must. They may observe, and they may listen to what- 
ever is in the public domain, but they may not break 
into a private home, or into a private conversation 
without lawful authority. Somehow, it seems more 
constitutionally permissive to force a search, or tap a 
phone conversation, to look for something stolen from 
you. But, this is nowhere to be found in our Constitu- 
tion. 

Some real doubt exists as to whether precious space 
should be devoted to the concern for the loss of long 
distance revenue for the telephone company. But for 
the sake of continuity, here is the answer to the 
ubiquitous question: How do you expect the telephone 


company to operate if they cannot check their own 
lines to see if they are being used by non-paying sub- 
scribers. The answer is all over this record: The tele- 
phone company had ample evidence that Hanna was 
stealing long distance service before they even in- 
stalled a listening device. R. 30-86. This was accom- 
plished electronically by a device known as a peg 
counter meter. R. 42. The device noted, but did not 
listen to long distance calls for which the company 
was not paid. Then and only then, was the tape record- 
er attached, which for 27 days recorded over 500 tele- 
phone calls or segments thereof. R. 43, 44. The inter- 
cepted telephone conversations did. not produce evi- 
dence of non-paid use of the service, but did produce 
evidence of the Hanna gambling activity. 

The point is, the telephone company did not have 
to listen to the private conversation of Hanna to protect 
its business interests, and no one deputized American 
Telephone Telegraph Company or underlings to ferret 
out the gamblers. 

The non-deputy quality of the telephone company is 
raised not altogether in jest, for it is here emphasized 
that the communications cartel could not be deputized, 
they could not do law enforcement and they could not 
execute a search warrant. It may be summarized 
thus: The spoken ,word is evidence when it is spoken 
over the telephone, it is evidence which is accessible 
only to law enforcement officers by means of a search 
warrant. The telephone company, did not, and could 
not have had a search warrant to monitor the 500 plus- 
Hanna calls. 
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If a solution, for the communication company is still 
of concern; then, well within the framework of the 
Communications Act, the peg counter meter data could 
be recorded, interpreted and used as a probable 
cause for the issuance of a search warrant that would 
permit some search of the lines carrying the voice of 
Hanna. But certainly no court would ever authorize a 
total or general search to be conducted over a 27 day 
period. Hanna’s private conversations were monitored 
for 27 days for no reason that was not' satisfied by the 
peg counter meter report. If the peg meter reported 
a suspected theft, then the telephone company had a 
right and a duty to report this to lawful authority, who 
could, since Berger and Katz, investigate further, if 
they deemed necessary, by lawful search procedures, 
none of which could include a 27 day surveillance of 
the Hanna telephone conversations. 

Petitioner here concedes the validity of the law that 
states in the execution of a valid search warrant, the 
searchers need not overlook contraband, or evidence 
of other crimes, not contemplated in the basic search. 
But here, we have a search without a warrant at- 
tempted by a private company over a period of time 
that far exceeds any constitutional limits. 

% 

The rationale of Bubis includes at least a reference 
to the fact that the search of the lines for the conversa- 
tions of Bubis extended over such a period of time that 
a search warrant could not validate the search, as an 
order for an extended surveillance of B ubis telephone 
conversations would constitute a general search war- 
rant proscribed by our Constitution. 
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THE FOURTH AMENDMENT AND 47 U.S.C. 605. 

This petition complains of the fifth circuit opinion 
holding that the telephone company monitoring of its 
own lines in search of non-payers thereof was not only 
legal, but that the results of this monitoring were ad- 
missible evidence. This decision was reached despite 
the 47 U.S.C. 605 mandate that “no person” shall in- 
tercept and divulge “any communication”. This is the 
very section which Nardone said says what it means, 
and means what it says — even to the extent of saying 
“no person” means no persons — not even federal 
agents. Nardone would not make an exception for fed- 
eral agents, but the fifth circuit would make an excep- 
tion for telephone officials who had not been paid for 
the use of their facilities. 

This is what we ask this court to review. All of the 
individual rights so zealously protected by our con- 
stitution were amply protected by 47 U.S.C. 605 under 
the rulings that followed Nardone. Petitioner believes 
the Nardone interpretation of “no person” includes the 
telephone company and that even this financial giant 
cannot “. . . . resort to methods deemed inconsistent 
with ethical standards and destructive of personal lib- 
erty.” 302 U.S. at p. 383. 

47 U.S.C. 605 with, the 1937 Nardone interpretation is 
thoroughly modern and consistent with present con- 
stitutional concepts as to the rights of the individual. 
The fifth circuit could have accepted the ridiculous 
Attorney General position — that a dime in the tele- 
phone. slot guarantees the individual the right of 



18 


privacy — and still have reached a proper conclusion, 
that “no person”, not even the unpaid telephone com- 
pany, may intercept and divulge “any communica- 
tion.” But, they did not. 

The Constitution of the United States cannot be ig- 
nored. The fourth amendment says that no one shall be 
subjected to unlawful searches and seizures. Berger 
overruled Olmsted , and held that telephone communi- 
cations were to be given the protection of the fourth 
amendment. Katz referred to electronic eavesdrop- 
ping. Berger referred to wire tapping. This was a wire 
tap. Hanna’s telephone conversations were intercepted 
and divulged. How, under our system of law, can any- 
one wiretap — invade the individual’s right to privacy 
— in any way other than by the strictest compliance 
with the fourth amendment. The telephone company 
ignored the constitution of the United States and in- 
vaded the individual rights of the individual Hanna. 
No semblance of a warrant and no semblance of con- 
stitutional conduct is even suggested. Why — the tele- 
phone company and the fifth circuit answer why — 
Hanna was a thief. He dared to attempt to make a free 
long distance telephone call. The price of any long 
distance call can be classified petty larceny. Petition- 
er is proud to live under a system of laws that will not 
deny the constitutional rights of an individual, even to 
a traitor, and we have faith that this court will not al- 
low the fifth circuit to deny the same rights to a petty 
thief. 


Wherefore, the premises considered, petitioner 
prays that a writ of certiorari issue herein, directed to. 
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the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals and that, after due 
proceedings had, that a writ issue to said court, setting 
aside the judgment or order of said court and the 
judgment of the district court. Petitioner further prays 
that a stay order issue herein pending the disposition 
of this application. 


GUY JOHNSON 

Pere Marquette Building 

New Orleans, Louisiana 70112 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I, GUY JOHNSON, attorney for petitioner and a 
member of the Bar of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, hereby certify that on this day I served copies 
of the foregoing petition for Writ of Certiorari upon the 
Solicitor General, Department of Justice, Washington 
25, D.C. and Mr. William A. Meadows, Jr., United States 
Attorney, Post Office Building, 300 N.E. 1st Ave., Miami, 
Florida 33101. 

New Orleans, Louisiana, January 24, 1969. 
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APPENDIX A 
IN THE 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT 


No. 24,343 

KENNETH HERBERT HANNA and 
NATHAN MODELL, 

Appellants, 

versus 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Appellee. 

Appeals from the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida. 

(March 5, 1968.) 

Before RIVES and GODBOLD, Circuit Judges, and 
HUGHES, District Judge. 

RIVES, Circuit Judge: This appeal is from judg- 
ments of conviction on counts one, four and five of a 
five-count indictment. Count one was directed against 
the defendant Hanna, and charged him with violating 
18 U.S.C. § 1343 (wire fraud). Counts four and five 
were directed against both defendants, Hanna and 
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Modell, and charged them with violating 18 U.S.C. 
§ 1084 (wagering by wire) and § 1952 (using the 
telephone in interstate commerce to promote an un- 
lawful activity). The defendants were convicted as 
charged in the three counts, and each was sentenced 
to six months’ imprisonment followed by five years* 
probation. Hanna was also fined ten thousand dollars. 
The sentences were to run concurrently. 

There was no dispute about the facts, and we adopt 
(with the exception noted in footnotes 1, 2 & 3, p. 5 
infra) the statement contained in the Government’s 
brief: 


“In the twenty-seven day period from No- 
vember 24, 1965, to December 21, 1965 over 
500 telephone calls were placed from defend- 
ant Hanna’s phone to a distant information 
operator (e.g. 1-area code-555-1212) (R. 35). 
This was discovered during an investigation 
of Hanna’s phone conducted solely by the 
American Telegraph and Telephone (sic) 
Company and its subsidiary, Southern Bell 
Telegraph and Telephone (sic) Company. Han- 
na’s phone had become the focus of an 
investigation by the telephone company after 
an official of the company in New York de- 
tected an unusual condition on Miami phone 
number 945-9723. He notified Gerard Doyle, 
Security Manager of Southern Bell Telegraph 
and Telephone (sic) Company, of this unusual 
condition and that the condition indicated that 

x 
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in • all likelihood a device known as a ‘blue 
box’* was being used on the line. (K. 34, 295). 

“* A ‘blue box’ is technically known as a 
multi-frequency signal generator. It en- 
ables a caller to by-pass the toll equip- 
ment of the telephone company and com- 
plete long distance calls without any rec- 
ord of the call being made. Thus, the call- 
er avoids being billed for all calls placed 
while using a ‘blue box’. (R. 35, 295). 

“To operate a ‘blue box’ a person dials 
any number through his regular telephone 
which would provide access to the toll net- 
work (e.g. 1 area code-555-1212). Once this 
connection is established he is able to dis- 
connect the number he has called by induc- 
ing on the line a 2600 cycle tone from his 
‘blue box’. Then by pushing buttons on 
his ‘blue box’ he is able to send sounds into 
the toll network corresponding to the 
sounds assigned to the digits in the called 
number and reach any number he desires 
without any reflection on his bill other than 
the original free call (R. 35, 36, 69). 

Doyle investigates toll frauds for the tele- 
phone company. Doyle knew from experience 
that bookmakers use these devices. (R. 40-42, 
295). So when he discovered that 945-9723 was 
subscribed to by Kenneth Hanna, whom Doyle 
knew to be a local bookmaker (R. 40, 295), 


I 

It 
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he instructed company engineer, Ray Fowler, 
to determine if the unusual condition was a 
‘blue box’. On November 24, 1965 Fowler at- 
tached a piece of electronic equipment to 
Hanna’s line capable of sensing a 2600 cycle 
tone originating at the subscriber’s telephone. 
(R.42). 2 It was attached to Hanna’s line be- 

t i , 

“ 2 Normally the 2600 cycle tone originates 
from a toll office within the long distance 
network and is not found on a subscriber’s 
line. (R. 42). If a 2600 cycle tone does ap- 
pear on the subscriber’s line fairly often, 
it is a highly unusual situation suggesting 
that a ‘blue box’ is being used. (R. 44, 81). 
This is because a ‘blue box’ emits a 2600 
cycle tone and although a 2600 cycle tone 
is within the upper reaches of the audible 
range (e.g! a high pitched scream) the fre- 
quent appearance of such a tone on the sub- 
scriber’s, line is very unlikely. (R. 64, 83). 

fore the line reached the toll network. (R. 
66). Each time the detection unit sensed a 
2600 cycle tone it activated a ‘peg counter 
meter’ which is simply a counting device for 
totalling the number "of times a 2600 cycle tone 
is perceived by the detection unit. (R. 42, 
80, 41). 

p f y • r 9 

“That night Fowler called Doyle and indi- 
cated ■ that the counter was registering. (R. 
'43). Doyle' "then advised him to put a tape 
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recorder on Hannah line to record the sounds 
made by the ‘blue box’. (R. 43, 80, 82). The 
tape recorder was unattended and was set to 
cut off automatically 35-45 seconds after be- 
ing activated by the 2600 cycle tone on the 
subscriber’s line. (R. 43, 44) . 3 Fowler was 


“ 3 The placing of a recorder on the line 
was necessary to determine whether the 
telephone company was being defrauded. 
This is because although the appearance of 
a. 2600 cycle tone on subscriber’s line is un- 
usual it is nonetheless possible that a high 
pitched scream could approximate 2600 cy- 
cles. (R. 64). Only by having a tape re- 
corder on the line could the company deter- 
mine the source of any 2600 cycle tone ap- 
pearing on Hanna’s line. (R. 81-83). Be- 
cause the company’s only interest was in 
toll fraud it was concerned with establish- 
ing two items; first, that the 2600 cycle 
tone on Hanna’s line originated from his 
line by a ‘blue box’ and, second, a con- 
nection was completed. (R. 43, 44). Thus 
the tape recorder operated only for 35-45 
seconds on each call. Naturally, the tape 
was made to preserve the evidence of 
fraud. 1 


*We have same reservations as to the facts and conclusions set forth 
in the Government’s footnote 3, which we discuss in footnote 
15. The accuracy or inaccuracy of those facts and conclusions 
would not, in our opinion, affect the decision of this case. 
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certain that a ‘blue box’ was being used and 
notified Doyle. (R. 45, 46, 83, 84). The detec- 
tion unit, counter and unattended recorder re- 
mained on Hanna’s line sporadically for twen- 
ty-three of the next twenty-six days until on 
December 21, 1965, Doyle received a subpoena 
directing him to produce all the recordings 
before a Federal Grand Jury in Philadelphia, 
Pa. (R. 46-49, 296). He appeared the follow- 
ing day and turned the tapes over to the 
Grand Jury. (R. 57). This is the first time 
anyone in the Federal Government had knowl- 
edge that Hanna’s line was being monitored. 
(R. 50). 2 Attorneys for the United States De- 
partment of Justice handling the Philadelphia 
Grand Jury turned the tapes over to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. The tapes 
were in turn given to Special Agent William 


aThe truth vel non of this sentence would not affect our decision. 
However, for the sake of accuracy, we note that we do not 
agree with this statement. It is based on the testimony of one 
telephone company ■ employee to the effect that that was his 
first contact with any Government agency. Asked if he knew 
how the Government got the information that he had these 
' tapes in his possession, he testified, “No, sir, I do not. But I will 
say this: during the course of this case my superiors were con- 
stantly being informed of the progress of the case on a weekly 
basis. But I had no contact with any federal agent or agency.” 
The only reasonable inference to be drawn is that prior to the 
issuance of the subpoena duces tecum, the existence and some 
inkling of the contents of the communications were disclosed 
to the Government by some telephone company employee. 
The Government virtually admits as much in its supplemental 
brief, p. 7: “ * * * if such disclosure is not permitted it is in- 
conceivable to perceive how the Grand Jury or other lawful 
authority would learn of the existence of the records which the 
statute allows them to demand.” 
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Heist in Miami who contacted Doyle on De- 
cember 30, 1965. (R. 61). This is the first time 
Doyle was ever contacted- by an agent of 
the Federal Government relating to this mat- 
ter (R. 50, 51, 61, 94) and he never did tell 
anyone outside the Grand Jury what was 
on the tapes. (R. 57).” 3 

“Based on the conversations contained in 
the tapes, Heist and Special Agent Maurice 
Roussell obtained a search warrant for Han- 
*■ na’ s- home and an arrest warrant for his per- 
son. (R. 91). Heist also determined that de- 
fendant Modell was one of the people called 
by Hanna in New York City. (R. 87, 92, 160). 
Because the conversations between Hanna 
and Modell revealed they were engaged in 
the use of interstate facilities in aid of book- 
making, as they later admitted by stipulation, 
arrest and search warrants were also issued 
against defendant Modell and his apartment. 

On January 8, 1966, agents of the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation executed the warrants 
and bookmaking paraphernalia* was seized at 
both places. The ‘blue box’ was seized at Han- 
na’s residence. (R. 100).” 

We adopt also the' further statement contained in 
the brief for appellants: 


* * * . 


The tape recordings and gambling 


s We accept these statements subject to the qualification in our 
footnote 1, supra. 
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paraphernalia constituted all the evidence 
against the defendants in the instant case (R. 

294). . . - . * 

“The defendants filed a pre-trial motion to 
suppress the tape recordings, bookmaking 
paraphernalia and the ‘blue box* on the 
ground that they were obtained in violation 
of 47 TJ.S.C. § 605, and the Fourth Amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution (R. 178- 
179). The lower court denied the motion and 
filed a written opinion which is now recorded 
at 260 Fed.Supp. 430 (S.D. Fla. 1966) (R. 292- 
293, 294, 306). The lower court adjudged .the 
defendants guilty based on the evidence 
sought to be suppressed in this case (R. 314- 
315). 

“The defendant Hanna moved to dismiss 
the first count of the indictment on the ground 
that it failed to state an offense under 18 
U.S.C. § 1343 (R. 227-228). The lower court 
denied the motion (R. 293).” 

In accordance with Fifth Circuit Rule 24 — 2(b), 
the appellants filed the following: 

“SPECIFICATION OF ERRORS RELIED UPON ; 

“I 

“THE LOWER .COURT ERRED IN DENY- . . 
ING THE DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO SUP- 
; ■ PRESS' (a) THE TAPE .''RECORDING ’ OF : “' i 
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THE DEFENDANTS’ MONITORED TELE- 
PHONE CONVERSATIONS AND (b) GAM- 
BLING PARAPHERNALIA FOUND IN CON- 
SEQUENCE THEREOF, ON THE GROUND 
THAT THE EVIDENCE WAS SECURED IN 
VIOLATION OF 47 U.S.C. § 605. 


“THE LOWER COURT ERRED IN DENY- 
ING THE DEFENDANT HANNA’S MOTION 
TO DISMISS COUNT ONE OF THE IN- 
DICTMENT ON THE GROUND THAT SAID 
COUNT OF THE INDICTMENT FAILED TO 
STATE A CRIME UNDER 18 U.S.C. § 1343.” 


The second specification may be disposed of sum- 
marily. If the first specification is sustained, both 
judgments of conviction must be reversed entirely. 
If the first specification is not sustained, the judg- 
ments must be affirmed. Since the sentences were 
to run concurrently, it is not necessary to consider 
questions raised with respect to any one count. 4 

Thus our consideration is limited to the question of 
whether the defendants’ motion to suppress the tape 
recordings, bookmaking paraphernalia and the “blue 
box” should have been sustained because they were 
obtained in violation of 47 U.S.C. § 605.® That ques- 

^Hirabayashi v. United States, 1943, 320 U.S. 81, 85; Mishan v. 

United States, 5 Cir. 1965, 345 F.2d 790, 791. 
s“§ 605. Unauthorized publication or use of communications 

“No person receiving or assisting in receiving, or transmit- 
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tion may be further limited to: “Was the evidence 
obtained as a result of violating 47 U.S.C. § 605?” 6 


ting, or assisting in transmitting, any interstate or foreign 
communication by wire or radio shall divulge or publish the 
existence, contents, substance, purport, effect, or meaning 
thereof, except through authorized channels of transmission or 
reception, to any person other than the addressee, his agent, 
or attorney, or to a person employed or authorized to forward 
such communication to its destination, or to proper accounting 
or distributing officers of the various communicating centers 
over which the communication may be passed, or to the mas- 
ter of a ship under whom he is serving, or in response to a 
subpena issued by a court of competent jurisdiction, or on de- 
mand of other lawful authority; and no person not being au- 
thorized by the sender shall intercept any communication and 
divulge or publish the existence, contents, substance, purport, 
effect, or meaning of such intercepted communication to any 
person; and no person not being entitled thereto shall receive 
or assist in receiving any interstate or foreign communication 
by wire or radio and use the same or any information therein 
contained for his own benefit or for the benefit of another not 
entitled thereto; and no person having received such intercept- 
ed communication or having become acquainted with the con- 
tents, substance', purport, effect, or meaning of the same or 
any part thereof, knowing that such information was so ob- 
tained, shall divulge or publish the existence, contents, sub- 
stance, purport, effect, or meaning of the same or any part 
thereof, or use the same or any information therein contained 
for his own benefit or for the benefit of another not entitled 
thereto: Provided, That this section shall not apply to the re- 
ceiving, divulging, publishing, or utilizing the contents of any 
radio communication broadcast, or transmitted by amateurs 
or others for the use of the general public, or relating to ships 
in distress.” 

©See Nardone v. United States, 1937, 302 U.S. 379; on second ap- 
peal, 1939, 308 U.S. 338; Weiss v. United States, 1939, 308 U.S. 
321; Goldman v. United States, 1942, 316 U.S. 129; Benanti v. 

J United States, 1957, 355- U.S. 96; Rathbun v. United States, 

1957, 355 U.S. 107. , ... . .. , 

V ' 
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Four other district courts have held that similar 
evidence was not obtained in violation .of the statute.^ 
Of two very recent cases at the appellate level, one 
has agreed with the district courts while the other 
has held the evidence inadmissible. 3 We agree .with 
most, but not all, of the opinion of the Ninth Circuit 
in Bubis, supra note 8, and we think that its decision 
that the evidence 'was inadmissible is in accord with 
the opinions of the Supreme Court cited in footnote 
6, supra. ' ' ' 

f. 

The Bubis opinion follows the ' dichotomy of section 
605 employed in the first Nardone opinion: . 

■ “Section 605 of the Federal Communications 

, * ' 

Act provides that no person who, as an em- 
ploye, has to do with the sending or receiving 
of any interstate communication by wire shall 
' divulge or publish it or its substance to any- 
one other than the addressee or his authorized 
representative or to authorized fellow em- 
ployes, save in response to a subpoena issued 
by a court of competent jurisdiction or on de- 

* 

mand of other lawful authority; and ‘no per- 
son not being ’ authorized by the sender shall 
intercept any communication and divulge or 


7See Beckley v. United States, N.D. Ga. 1966, 259 F.Supp. 567; 
United States v. Benjamin Lassoff, No. 28247, E.D. La., 1962; 
United States v. Henry Loman, et al., No., 36270, S.D. Cal., 
July 1966; United States v. Thomas McCay, et al.,.No. 66-76-CR, 
W.D. Okla., June 1966. Only Beckley, supra, and the instant 
case are reported. 

eBrandon v. United States, 10 Cir. 1967, 382 F.2d 607; Bubis v. 
United States, 9 Cir. 1967, 384 F.2d 643. . 
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publish the existence,' contents, substance, ' 

' purport,' effect or meaning of such’ intercepted 

f * 1 ■ 

communication to any person; . . .* Section 
’ 501 penalizes wilful and - knowing violation by 
fine and imprisonment. 

, i. i 

“Taken at face value the phrase ‘no person* 
comprehends federal agents, and the ban on 
communication to ‘any , person* bars testi- 
■ moriy ‘to the content of an intercepted mes- 
sage. Such an application of the section is sup- 
ported by comparison of the clause concerning 
intercepted messages with that relating to 
those known to employes of the carrier. The 
former may not be divulged to any person, 
the latter may be divulged in answer to a 
lawful subpoena.” (Emphasis added.) 302 U.S. 
at 380, 381.® 

To include telephone security personnel charged 
with the detection of fraud on the carrier within the 
class of employees receiving or transmitting com- 
munications would require too strained a construc- 
tion, In a broad sense' all telephone' employees as- 
sist in receiving or transmitting communications, for 


a Also in Weiss v. United States, supra note 6, the Court employed 
a like dichotomy: 

“The section consists of four clauses separated by 
semicolons. The pertinent one is the second: ‘and no per- 
son not being authorized by the sender shall intercept 
any communication and divulge or publish the existence, 
contents, substance, purport, effect, or meaning of such 
intercepted communication to any person;*/’ 308 U.S. at 

* t - ■ .* * 

327. 

*■ 
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that is the end result of the telephone company’s 
business. But, as the first Nardone appeal indicates 
(see 302 U.S. 381), this first clause of section 605 has 
reference to those employees to whom the commu- 
nications necessarily become known. In fact, here 
the communications were sent and received by 
means of direct dialing without the use of a telephone 
central or other employee. There were no employees 
or persons whose transmitting and receiving duties 
permitted them to learn the contents of the telephone 
conversations. The first clause of section 605 there- 
fore has no application to the facts of this case. 10 

Parts of the .telephone conversation were “inter- 
cepted” and their admissibility must be determined 
by reference to the second clause of section 605. The 
second clause is the most positive and explicit lan- 
guage: “no person not being authorized by the sender 
shall intercept any communication and divulge or pub- 
lish the existence, contents, substance, purport, ef- 
fect, or meaning .of such intercepted communication 
to any person.” That clause simply means what it says 
and says what it means. The first Nardone case, supra 
note 6, refers to it as a “plain mandate” (302 U.S. at 
383), and holds that “no person” embraces federal 
agents engaged in the detection of crime. A fortiori 
that expression embraces the security personnel of a 
telephone company. 


ioIf we held otherwise, we would then reach the question pre- 
termitted by the Supreme Court in Benanti, supra note 6, 355 
U.S. at 100, n. 5, and in Rathbun, supra note 6r355~U.S. at 108, 
n. 3, as to whether both an interception and a„ divulgence are 
necessary for a violation of section 605. " \ ; 
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That is made more certain when we turn from the 
literal language of section 605 to its purpose and in- 
tent as stated in the first Nardone appeal: 

“It is urged that a construction be given 
the section which would exclude federal agents 
since it is improbable Congress intended to 
hamper and impede the activities of the gov- 
ernment in the detection and punishment of 
crime. The answer is that the question is one 
of policy. Congress may have thought it less 
important that some offenders should go un- 
whipped of justice than that officers should re- 
sort to methods deemed inconsistent with ethi- 
cal standards and destructive of personal lib- 
erty. The same considerations may well have 
moved the Congress to adopt § 605 as evoked 
the guaranty against practices and procedures 
violative of privacy, embodied in the Fourth 
and Fifth Amendments of the Constitution.” 

302 U.S. at 383. ? 

Again, the second Nardone case referred to the 
first, as follows: 

“That decision was not the product of a mere- 
ly meticulous reading of technical language. 

It was the translation into practicality of 
broad considerations of morality and public 
well-being. This Court found that the logical- 
ly relevant proof which Congress had out- 
lawed, if outlawed because ‘inconsistent with 
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ethical standards- and destructive of personal « 
liberty.’ 302 U.S. 379, 383.” 308 U.S. at 340. 

Adding to the language of the Supreme Court the 
italicized expressions • enclosed in parentheses, we 
would say the “Congress may have thought it less 
important that some offenders should go unwhipped 
of justice (and .that the. telephone company lose 
some long distance tolls) then' that officers (or tele- 
phone company employees ) should resort to methods 
deemed inconsistent with ethical standards and de- 
structive of personal liberty.” ■ . 

There is some suggestion that, by his illegal use of 
the telephone company facilities, Hanna impliedly 
“authorized” the interception of any communication. 
That position is untenable. It would justify the viola- 
tion of the secrecy of communication by the re- 
sults obtained from- the violation. By analogy to the 
search and seizure cases under the Fourth Amend- 
ment that is, of course, impermissible. 11 If sound, 
that suggestion need be but slightly modified to ren- 
der admissible in evidence all intercepted telephonic 
communications having to do with the planning or ef- 
fectuation of crime. In discussing the phrase “author- 
ized by the sender,” the- Supreme Court has said: “The 
Act contemplates voluntary consent and not enforced 
agreement to publication.’-’ Weiss v. . United States , 
supra note 6, 308 U.S. at 330. « * 


nSee Byars v. United States, 1927, 273 U.S. 28, 29. 
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■ The Government’s maih : thesis is thus expressed in 
brief: 


“The crux of this appeal is whether tres- 
passers on the facilities of a communications 
common carrier and thieves of • its services * 
are entitled to the privacy afforded by Title 
47, U.S.C. § 605. Common sense dictates that 
. Congress did not intend to protect trespassers 
and thieves.” 

■ i * * * 

. That seems to be the basis of the Tenth Circuit’s 
decision in Brandon s supra note. 8, when that Court 
says: 

“That provision was adopted by Congress for 
the protection of authorized users of telephonic 
or radio facilities; it- was not intended as a 
refuge for the wrongdoer who uses the tele- 
phone in a 'scheme to violate. the wire -fraud - - 
statute.” 382 F.2d‘ at 611. 

We do not agree. 

As the Supreme Court pointed out in both Nardone 
appeals, Congress intended to protect “against prac- 
tices and procedures violative of privacy,” and against 
“methods deemed inconsistent with ethical standards 
and destructive of personal liberty.” (302 U.S. at 383.) 
If the protection of the law abiding requires the pro- 
tection of all telephonic users including “trespassers 
and thieves” and other criminals, the - answer is that 
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it is for Congress to declare which is the more im- 
portant policy. 

The Government’s attempted analogy between per- 
sons attempting to defraud the carrier of its long 
distance tolls and trespassers on land is patently un- 
sound. The argument need be but slightly changed 
to treat as “trespassers” all persons using or mis- 
using the telephone to plan or effectuate crime. If not, 
the argument would result in attaching more im- 
portance to a minor fraud than to the most heinous 
felony. Such a construction would render the statute 
no longer “a plain mandate .” 12 The argument would 
permit telephone company personnel to conduct per- 
vasive wire tapping invasive of the privacy of the 
lawless and law-abiding alike, and then to make use 
of the fruits of their conduct in those cases in which 
the results showed that one of the parties to the tele- 
phone conversation was attempting to commit a fraud 
on the telephone company . 13 Incidentally, the Govern- 
ment’s position takes no account of the user at the 
other end of the line who may be innocent of that 
particular type of criminality. In the present case, 
there is no evidence that Modell knew that Hanna 
was using a blue box . 14 


ia“Moreover, as the second Nardone decision asserts, distinctions 
designed to defeat the plain meaning of the statute will not be 
countenanced. 308 U.S. 338, 340.” Benanti v. United States, 
1957, 355 U.S. 96, 100. 

*3See footnote 11, supra. 

t**It is significant that in Katz v. United States, U.S. No. 35, Oct. 
Term, 1967, decided December 18,1967 (after this opinion had 
been drafted and circulated among the Judges), the Govern- 
ment was permitted to introduce evidence of Katz’s end of the 


37 


Basically, the Government’s argument in this case 
is but a watered down version of its argument in 
Nardone and the subsequent cases cited in footnote 
6, supra. The Supreme Court has consistently reject- 
ed the Government’s position, and we can do no less. 15 


As indicated in footnote 14, supra , this opinion had 
been drafted and circulated among the Judges be- 
fore the Supreme Court’s decision on December 18, 
1967 of Katz v. United States. That decision goes much 
further than to reinforce our. view that the tape re- 
cordings were inadmissible against Modell. It makes 
clear that they were entirely inadmissible. There the 


telephone conversations. There was apparently no effort to in- 
troduce evidence of the other end, which would correspond 
here to Modell’s end of the conversations. 
isWe have not discussed, but neither have we failed to consider, 
the plight of the telephone company. We recognize that, as a 
public utility, it had not only the right but the ditty to require 
payment of the long distance tolls prescribed in its tariffs. If 
this decision renders the performance of that duty more diffi- 
cult, our answer is that the policy is for Congress to declare. 

■ However, we are' not convinced that the telephone company 
will be seriously impeded. As previously indicated (ante, note 
1), we do not accept at face value all that the Government says 
in footnote 3 to its brief. It seems to us that the use of the 
blue box detection unit with the peg counter meter, but with- 
out the tape recorder, would have given the telephone company 
adequate protection. With information thus lawfully obtained, 
a routine inspection might have resulted in the discovery and 
removal of the blue box. The telephone company might also 
have reported to appropriate governmental authority the prob- 
able commission of a crime, following which the Government 
might have obtained a search warrant for the electronic search, 
as now authorized by the recent Katz decision referred to in 
footnote 14, or even for the blue box itself. A search warrant 
is of course not available to the telephone company. See 47 
Am.Jur., Searches and Seizures, § 4, p. 504, §56, pp. 536, 537; 
70 C.J.S., Searches and Seizures,' §63, p. 825. 

* - ' - i * - J . 
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Supreme Court definitely overruled, Olmstead v. Unit- 
ed States , 1928, 277 U.S. 438, which was the occasion 
for the enactment of the statute now carried forward 
as 47 U.S.C.A. § 605. 16 •- ... 

f 

Olmstead being overruled, section 605 may not now 
appear necessary. Certainly the statute, cannot au- 
thorize a violation of the Fourth Amendment as now 
declared in Katz , supra . Section 605 cannot authorize 
the telephone company employees to obtain evidence 
through surveillance which becomes . under Katz 
standards an unconstitutional search; nor can the 
Government by subpoena duces tecum make use of 
such evidence. Katz points out the constitutional pro- 
cedure as the. time-honored method of obtaining a 
search warrant. 17 Moreover, the fact that a search 
warrant is not available to the telephone company 1 8 
adds emphasis to the illegality, indeed unconstitution- 
ality, of its surveillance which amounted to . a search 
without a warrant. 

The district court erred in denying the Govern- 
ment’s motion to suppress the tape recordings of the 
defendants’ monitored telephone conversations , and ' 
the gambling paraphernalia found in consequence of 
those tape 'recordings. The judgment is therefore re- 
versed with directions to render judgment discharg- 
ing the defendants. 

REVERSED WITH DIRECTIONS. 


16 See Nardone v. United States, supra, note 6, 302 U.S. at 382/ 383; 
Rathbun v. United States,, supra note 6, 355 U.S. at 111, 112 
(concurring opinion of Justice Frankfurter). , ... , 

17 See particularly footnote 16 to Katz v.. United States, .supra. 
isSee authorities cited at end of footnote 15, supra. 
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GODBOLD, Circuit Judge, specially concurring: 


I concur in the result. 


As Judge Hives notes (footnote 2 of his opinion) the 
only reasonable inference is that prior to the issuance 
of the subpoena duces tecum the existence and some 
inkling of the contents of the communications were 
disclosed to the government by telephone company 
employees. Under no construction of § 605 is . this 
proper. 

The wiretap was installed on Hanna’s telephone on 
November 24, 1965. It remained there to December 
21, although the telephone company knew within a 
day or two of installation that Hanna was using- a de- 
vice to bypass the telephone company’s long distance 
toll equipment. Whatever right the telephone com- 
pany may have to determine the existence of com- 
munications 1 or the content of communications is 
limited by standards of reasonableness which were 
exceeded in this case. Bubis v. XJ. S ., 384 F.2d 643 (9th 
Cir. 1967). 



For these reasons, and these alone, I agree that 
these cases must be reversed. 


i Judge Rives’ opinion focuses on the content of a communication. 
Sec. 605 refers also to divulging the existence of a communi- 
cation, which may be done by mechanical devices that do not 
record the content. But I assume that such devices would be in- 
stalled by and read by persons who are not in the status of 
the old-fashioned “central.” 
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HUGHES, District Judge, dissenting. 

I respectfully dissent from the majority and would 
affirm the judgment of the trial court. 

I agree with the majority that “our consideration 
is limited to the question of whether the defendants* 
motion to suppress the tape recording, book-making 
paraphernalia and the ‘blue box’ should have been 
sustained because they were in violation of 47 U.S.C. 
sec. 605.” In my opinion the evidence was not ob- 
tained as a result of violating 47 U.S.C. sec. 605 and 
the trial court was correct in overruling defendants’ 
motion to suppress. 

By enacting the first clause of section 605, Congress 
recognized the special position of the carrier’s em- 
ployees. This clause does not proscribe the intercep- 
tion of communications by a “. . . person . . . as- 
sisting in receiving ... or assisting in transmitting 
. . . .” Apparently, the majority interprets this phrase 
to include only employees who in actually placing the 
call obtain knowedge of the communication. In my 
view such a restrictive construction is contrary to the 
intent of Congress. 

Section 605 was enacted in 1934, long before it was 
technically possible for toll-charge telephone calls to 
be completed without the assistance of some human 
agency. At that time an operator’s “interception” was 
necessary in order properly to assess toll charges for 
long distance calls. In recent years the company has 
developed a means of placing and assessing charges 
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without the aid of an operator. The new system, while 
affording a greater measure of privacy to the user than 
the old system, provides less security to the telephone 
company, since by using a ‘blue box’ a caller may elec- 
tronically circumvent the new billing system. 

In an effort to combat this practice and thus be as- 
sured of compensation for the use of its lines, the tele- 
phone company has had to take certain security meas- 
ures. Since the ‘blue box’ emits a 2600 cycle tone when 
in use, the company has developed a means of- elec- 
tronically sensing its emission. The frequent appear- 
ance of such a tone on a particular line is a strong in- 
dication that a ‘blue box’ is being used. Before any de- 
gree of certainty can be achieved, however, it is neces- 
sary to have more substantial evidence. This is obtain- 
ed by the company’s security personnel attaching a 
tape recorder to the suspected line to verify that a 
‘blue box’ is in fact being used. 

i would interpret the first clause of section 605 to 
include security officers as well as other employees of 
the carrier who are engaged in keeping the business 
■of telecommunications functioning properly. The op- 
erator is only one of many employees who in the 
proper exercise of their duties necessarily must “in- 
tercept” transmissions. In view of recent inventions, 
it is irrational to differentiate the legal effect of the 
operator’s function from that of the security person- 
nel. To some extent the security officer has taken over 
the function of the operator in making certain that 
toll charges are properly assessed. Consequently, the 
statute should apply to him in the same way as it 
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formerly did to the operator. Otherwise, the carrier, 
by using an electronic complex for the purpose of as- 
sessing charges, has lost the right of interception 
which formerly he had. 

Since it is my opinion that a security officer, in the 
light of present day developments, should be includ- 
ed among company employees engaged in the trans- 
mission of communications, information obtained by 
him in the regular course of his duties with the tele- 
phone company can be divulged, if done in accord- 
ance with the conditions set forth in the first clause 
of the statute, viz. “. . . in response to a subpoena 
issued by a court of competent jurisdiction, or on de- 
mand of other lawful authority . . . The testimony 
in this case reveals that the manner of ddvulgence 
was in accordance with this provision of the statute, 
as is set forth in the statement of the facts in the ma- 
jority opinion. Thus the first clause of section 605 does 
not prohibit the introduction into evidence of the tape 
recording. 

The second clause of section 605 covers persons 
other than employees “. . . assisting in transmit- 
ting . . . .” It provides that “. . .no person not be- 
ing authorized by the sender shall intercept . . . and 
divulge . . . the contents ... of such intercepted 
communication.” In my opinion the transmissions here 
under scrutiny are not entitled to the protection of 
this clause of the statute. 

The telephone calls between Hanna and Modell were 
intrinsically illegal transmissions. It is not, their con- 
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tent which made them so, but the fact that Hanna and 
Modell were fraudulently using the lines without paying 
for their use. The majority assumes that Congress in- 
tended to protect against the monitoring and divul- 
gence of fraudulent transmissions as well as legal 
ones, but I am unable to make that assumption. 


No worthwhile purpose is served by protecting the 
secrecy of such transmissions, and to do so would 
seriously inhibit their detection. It is difficult to be- 
lieve that Congress intended that outlaw transmission 
should have protection. “It is,” as stated in Brandon 
v. TJ. S ., case No. 9395, August 29, 1967, 10th Circuit, 
“contrary to common sense.’* 


C 


c 
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The leading case which sustains the view that, if 
the use of a communication facility is illegal, the right 
of privacy does not exist and the matter may be di- 
vulged, is Sugden v. 17. S., 226 F.2d 281 (9th Cir. 1955) 
affirmed per curiam, 351 U.S. 916, 76 S.Ct. 709. 

Sugden involved the interception and monitoring .of 
radio transmissions by federal agents. Information 
obtained in this manner was used as evidence in pros- 
ecuting defendants for violation of the immigration 
laws. Although defendants were not licensed operators 
and were not thus legally on the air, they sought to ^ 
interpose section 1305 in a motion to suppress the evi- 
dence. The trial court granted the motion and dis- 
missed the indictment, but the Ninth Circuit reversed, 
holding that because the defendants were not legally 
using the station the statute had no application. The 
Court declared: 


a 


c 
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. . . To throw a mantle of protection provided 
by Section 605 over an outlaw broadcast is to 
abandon reason .... Giving the one who 
broadcasts without authority any protection 
under Section 605 could not tend to protect the 
means of communication. 

The case of Brandon v. U . S., supra , likewise sus- 
tains this view. In that case the defendants were ac- 
cused of conspiring to defraud the Southwestern Bell 
Telephone Company in the use of long distance tele- 
phone service and facilities. The' means of detection 
were similar to that used in the present case. The 
Court in holding that section 605 did not prohibit the 
use of information obtained by monitoring said: 

(Section 605 . . . was adopted by Congress for 
the protection of authorized users of telephone 
or radio facilities; it was not intended as a 
refuge for the wrongdoer who uses the tele- 
phone in a scheme to violate the wire fraud 
state. 

The majority suggests, assuming arguendo that 
the tapes are admissible against Hanna, that they 
cannot be introduced against Modell because there 
is no evidence that he participated in the wire fraud, 
citing Katz v. United States, U.S. No. 35, Oct. Term, 
1967, decided December 18, 1967, as controlling. How- 
ever, I do not believe Katz to be analogous. That case 
censured eavesdropping by federal agents as consti- 
tuting a violation of the defendant’s Fourth Amend- 
ment rights against unlawful search and seizure. But 
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the Fourth Amendment is no bar to eavesdropping 
by persons such as these telephone company em- 
ployees; it applies only to acts of the government. Bur- 
deau v . McDowell , 256 U.S. 465. The evidence dem- 
onstrates that the government played no part in the 
“interception” here complained of. Moreover, since I 
find no violation of Sec. 605 in obtaining and divulging 
the statements of Modell, there is no legal impediment 
to their admissibility against him. 

For the reasons stated I would affirm. 
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Appeals from the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida. 


(April 17, 1968.) 


ORDER GRANTING REHEARING 

Before RIVES and GODBOLD, Circuit Judges, and 
HUGHES, District Judge. 

PER CURIAM: The panel of this Court, before which 
this case was heard, on its study of the appellee’s peti- 
tion for rehearing en banc concludes to grant rehear- 
ing before said panel, to be submitted on briefs.' 

It is therefore ORDERED that rehearing before the 
panel of this Court which heard the case on original 
hearing is hereby granted, to be submitted on briefs; 
the appellee’s brief to be filed within twenty (20) days 
from the date of the filing of this order and the ap- 
pellants’ brief to be filed within fifteen (15) days from 
the date of the receipt of copy of appellee’s brief on re- 
hearing. The Court suggests that the briefs to be filed 
may freely refer to briefs already on file and avoid 
unnecessary duplication. Briefs need not be printed 
but at least four (4) legible copies shall be filed with 
the Clerk. 
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APPENDIX C 
IN THE 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT 


No. 24,343 


KENNETH HERBERT HANNA and 
NATHAN MODELL, 

Appellants, 

versus 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Appellee. 


Appeals from the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida. 


(November 18, 1968) 


ON REHEARING 



Before RIVES and GODBOLD, Circuit Judges, 
and HUGHES; District Judge. 

RIVES, Circuit Judge: On original hearing, 1 Judge 
Rives wrote what was intended to become the opinion 


lOpinion reported in 393 3?.2d 700. 
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of the Court. Judge Godbold concurred specially, and 
Judge Hughes dissented. On further consideration, it 
appears that Judge Rives* original opinion is in error 
both as to the facts and as to the law. 

The factual errors are contained in footnotes 2 and 
15. The inference was mistakenly drawn “that prior to 
the issuance of the subpoena duces tecum, the exist- 
ence and some inkling of the contents of the communi- 
cations were disclosed to the Government by some 
telephone company employee.” 2 - It now appears that 
that inference is unwarranted since it does not follow 
from the evidence that either the existence or the con- 
tents of the communications were unlawfully dis- 
closed. Indeed, the telephone company’s explanation 
of the disclosure in its amicus curiae brief is entirely 
consistent with the evidence: 

“We are prepared to show, if the Court 
should deem it necessary, that after Southern 
Bell Telephone and Telegraph Company had 
gathered evidence of Hanna’s fraud by wire, 

Mr. H. W. William Caming of this Company’s 
Legal Department on December 14, 1965 tele- 
phoned Mr. Robert D. Peloquin of the Depart- 
ment of Justice and reported only the follow- 
ing: that evidence of electronic toll fraud had 
been discovered in the southern Florida area; 
which we would disclose under proper sub- 
poena. 


feThat erroneous inference was expressly relied on by Judge God- 
bold in his concurring opinion. See 393 F.2d at 708. 


t 


“Thus, no disclosure whatever, within the 
meaning of § 605, as made to the Government 
prior to Mr. Doyle’s appearance before the 
federal grand jury on December 22 in re- 
sponse to its subpoena duces tecum (R. 50). 

Not only was there no prior disclosure of the 
existence or contents of any particular com- 
munication, hut also neither the suspect’s 
name, occupation, nor telephone numbers were 
divulged ” (Emphasis in the original.) 

While Hanna and Modell are not bound by that state- 
ment, it does establish the incorrectness of the infer- 
ence, and Hanna and Modell cannot reap any benefit 
from that mistaken inference. Of course, the burden 
of showing prejudicial error is upon the party attack- 
ing the judgment. 3 

In footnote 15 to Judge Rives* original opinion, he 
digressed to explain why he did not think that the tele- 
phone company necessarily had to record any parts 
of the conversations in order to perform its duty to 
require payment of the long distance tolls prescribed 
in its tariffs. The telephone company’s explanation of 
its statutory duties and of its procedures in meeting 
those duties demonstrates the necessity for it to record 
limited parts of the conversations in order to require 
payment of the long distance tolls for illegal calls: 

“No carrier can discriminate between its cus- 
tomers by extending preferential treatment 


sNeubauer v. United States, 8 Cir. 1958, 250 F.2d 838, 839; Hall 
v. Texas & N.O. Ry. Co., 5 Cir. 1962, 307 F.2d 875, 876. 
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to any. 47 U.S.C. §§ 202, 203(c). Knowingly to al- 
low those committing electronic toll fraud to 
receive free service would constitute such dis- 
crimination. Furthermore, each carrier is en- 
joined, under pain of criminal penalty, not to 
neglect or fail to maintain correct and com- 
plete records and accounts of the movements 
of all traffic over its facilities. 47 U.S.C. § 220. 
Each carrier is also obliged to collect the fed- 
eral excise tax levied upon each long distance 
call. 26 U.S.C. § 4251 

“. . . there is no alternative at this state of 
the art but to make a limited recording of 
each illegal call - at least of the fraudulent 
dialing and opening salutations-to: 

(i) identify the calling party (the user 
of the blue box), and others with whom 
he may be acting in concert . . . identifica- 
tion of the telephone line from which the 
fraudulent calls are originating must be 
followed by the more difficult identifica- 
tion of the specific individual making the 
calls - this is, of course, of paramount im- 
portance; 

(li) establish the location from which the 
calls are originating; 

Most blue boxes, for example, are 
not cumbersome installations but 
rather, portable devices* (some 1 ' as 
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small as a pack of cigarettes) which 
can be readily attached to telephone 
wires by alligator clips. 

(iii) record the multifrequency tones be- 
ing ‘dialed’ (key pulsed) by the blue box; 
and 

(iv) determine whether the fraudulent 
call was completed (by the called party 
answering). (R. 63, 68-70, 81-84, 35-38, 42- 
45.) 

“Distance (as well as time) is a factor in 
determining the proper billing charge for a 
long distance call. It is, therefore, necessary 
to ascertain each specific location called after 
the wrongdoer seizes the circuit.” 

Since it is not shown that the telephone company did 
more than was necessary for it to comply with the 
duties imposed by 47 U.S.C. § 220 and 26 U.S.C. § 4251, 
it does not appear that it exceeded the standards of 
reasonableness as Judge Godbold had originally 
thought. 4 Again, the burden of showing prejudicial er- 
ror has not been sustained by the parties attacking the 
judgment.® 

As to the law, Judge Rives’ original opinion was in 
error in not recognizing what Judge Hughes expressed 
so clearly in her dissenting opinion: 


*See concurring opinion, 393 F.2d 708. 
»See footnote 3, supra. 
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“The leading case which sustains the view 
that, if the use of a communication facility is 
illegal, the right of privacy does not exist and 
the matter may be divulged, is Sugden v. U. S ., 
226 F.2d 281 (9th Cir. 1955) affirmed per 
curiam, 351 U.S. 916, 76 S.Ct. 709.” 

393 F.2d at 709. 


This Court is bound by the decision in Sugden be- 
cause it was affirmed by the Supreme Court in a terse 
per curiam: “The judgment is affirmed.” 351 U.S. 916. 
The judgment thus affirmed is summarized in the 
last paragraph of the opinion of the Ninth Circuit as 
follows: “The orders dismissing the causes and sup- 
pressing evidence are reversed for proceedings not 
inconsistent with this opinion.” 226 F.2d at 286. That 
opinion had explained that the operators were not 
licensed until September 17th, “Therefore, they were 
not legally using the station before September 17th.” 
The opinion had expressed the view, “that the trial 
court should re-examine the motions of defendants on 
the basis that free use of any radio communications 
made before September 17th can be made. The district 
court v/ill need a new hearing before ruling on the sup- 
pression of evidence and quashing the indictment.” 
226 F.2d at 285. Clearly, in affirming the judgment the 
Supreme Court placed its stamp of approval on that 
much of the opinion. Indeed, that was the only part of 
the opinion adverse to the defendants at whose in- 
stance certiorari was granted. 350 U.S. 952. 
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No sound distinction as to the applicability of sec- 
tion 605 can be drawn between wire and radio. The 
■original statute, written in almost identical terms, 
applied only to radio communications. Act of Feb. 23, 
1927, ch. 169, § 27, 44 Stat. 1162, 1172. Those provisions 
were extended to wire communications by section 605 
without any distinction being made between the two 
methods of communication. It must, therefore, be con- 
ceded that when the use of the communication facili- 
ty itself is illegal, section 605 has no application, at 
least insofar as concerns the person guilty of such 
illegal users. Whatever, we might otherwise think, this 
Court is bound by the Sugden decision. Section 605 be- 
ing inapplicable as to Hanna, the district court proper- 
ly admitted against him the tape recordings and 
gambling paraphernalia found as a result of those 
recordings. 



As to Modell, the case may stand differently. In Sug- 
den , swpra , the Ninth Circuit commented that, “It 
seems none [no license] is required for the. operator 
of the mobile end of the two way radio apparatus.” 226 
F.2d 282. That operator, however, was not a defend- 
ant, and there was thus no holding that any evidence 
of the conversation would be admissible against him. 
Here Modell is a defendant, and, concededly, there was 
no proof that he knew that Hanna was using the tele- 
phone illegally. 6 Since Modell, in the imagery of Sug- 


6 In the district court the United States Attorney unequivocally con- 
ceded: “As far as Mr. Modell is concerned, we certainly con- 
cede that there is absolutely no proof that he was using one of 
these blue boxes and there is no proof even that he knew a blue 
box was being used." If Modell had also been a trespasser on 
the line, the probability is that he would have been using a 


t 

i 
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den, 226 F.2d 285, was “legally on the air,” section 605 
applied as to him. 

There was, however, no violation of section 605 in 
obtaining and divulging the statements of Modell if 
the telephone company employee who learned of the 
communications and thereafter divulged their exist- 
ence and contents was, within the meaning of the first 
clause of section 605, “a person . . . transmitting, or 
assisting in transmitting,” the communication. Further 
consideration has persuaded Judges Rives and God- 
bold to agree with Judge Hughes that, under the cir- 
cumstances of this case, “a security officer, in the 
light of present day developments, should, be included 
among company employees engaged in the transmis- 
sion of communications.” That is true because the 
obligations imposed upon the telephone company by 
the Communications Act and the Internal Revenue 
Laws, 47U.S.C. §§ 202, 203, 220 ; 26 U.S.C. § 451, both au- 
thorized and required it to discover the existence and 
parts of the contents of the illegal calls. Under those 
laws, such discovery becomes a part and parcel of the 
transmission of the communications. Section 605 pro- 
vides that information thus lawfully obtained may be 


“black box.” The witness Doyle testified as follows: 

“THE COURT: What is a black box as distinguished from 
a blue box? 

“THE WITNESS: A black box is also an electronic de- 
vice. It is placed on the terminating end to the telephone 
call. The black box, in effect, shows our toll billing net- 
work that that telephone call was never answered, when, 
in fact, it was answered and people talked. That is the 
basic difference.” - - 

There was no proof that a' “black box”' was placed on 
Modell’s end of the line. • 
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divulged “in response to a subpoena issued by a court 
of competent jurisdiction, or on demand of other law- 
ful authority.” It now appears that the existence and 
parts of the contents of the communications were both 
lawfully obtained and lawfully divulged, and that 
there was no violation of section 605. Hence, the dis- 
trict court properly admitted against Modell the tape 
recordings and gambling paraphernalia found as a 
result of those recordings. - ' ' ■ 

The judgments of conviction of both Hanna and 
Modell are therefore 

AFFIRMED. 
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from the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Florida 

PETITION FOR REHEARING EN BANC 

(December 30, 1968) 

* RIVES and GODBOLD, Circuit Judges, and 
HUGHES, District Judge. 

JURIAM: The Petition for Rehearing is DE- 
ld no member of this panel nor Judge in reg- 
ve service on the Court having requested that 
t be polled on rehearing en banc, (Rule 35 Fed- 
as of Appellate Procedure; Local Fifth Circuit 
the Petition for Rehearing En Banc is DE- 
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Referenced letter advised that the U. S. Supreme 
Court issued an order on 5/5/69, in which it denied petition 
for Writ of Certiorari in the case of KENNTH HERBERT HANNA vs. 

U. S. 

The Miami Division does not yet know the date ofi 
which HANNA will commence serving his sentence. 

On 5/16/69, it was determined Miami attorney JAMES J. 
HOGAN filed a motion to mitigate the sentence of HANNA in U. S. 
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a motion for a stay of execution. HOGAN stated he had 120 days 
after the mandate was issued by the Supreme Court of the U. S. 
in their retent decision concerning EAlNNA to file the motions. 
HOGAN stated he was filing the motionflto mitigate the sentence 
"in the interest of justice." -<\ 
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Memorandum 
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Re Miami airtel to Bureau, 5/16/69. 

Enclosed to the Bureau is 0-1 form dated 9/15/69. 

On June 18, 1969, in U. S. District Court, Miami, 
Florida, U. S. District Judge WILLIAM O. MEHRTENS heard a 
motion to mitigate the sentence of subject HANNA. Judge 
MEHRTENS thereafter, on the same day, suspended the six 
months jail sentence which he previously had sentenced HANNA, 
when he was originally found guilty and after the Supreme 
Court denied petition for Writ of Certiorari. 

,V This investigation is being closed in the Miami 
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jt '|Bulky Exhibit File Number: 

^ We are in the process of reviewing all bulky exhibits in order 

that we may dispose of those which serve no further purpose. Inasmuch 
as many of the bulky exhibits pertain to inactive cases and are occupying 
badly needed space, it is requested that the appropriate substantive 
supervisor review the above-listed bulky exhibit and render a decision 
as to its retention or disposition. A notation as to the decision reached 
may be placed on this memorandum. The memorandum should be 
returned to the Filing Unit of the Records Section, Room 1116, Identi- 
fication Building, for filing in the case file. 


RECOMMENDATION: 

That captioned bulky exhibit be reviewed and a decision rendered, 
as to the retention or disposition of the material. 
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vm Bulky Exhibit File Number: 165-1990-69 

twj 

We are in the process of reviewing all bulky exhibits in order 
that we may dispose of those which serve no further purpose. Inasmuch 
as many of the bulky exhibits pertain to inactive cases and are occupying 
badly needed space, it is requested that the appropriate substantive 
supervisor review the above-listed bulky exhibit and render a decision 
as to its retention or disposition. A notation as to the decision reached 
may be placed on this memorandum. The memorandum should be 
returned to the Piling Unit of the Records Section, Room 1116, Identi- 
fication Building, for filing in the, case file. 

RECOMMENDATION: j 

That captioned bu^y exhibit be reviewed and a decision rendered 

as to the retention or disposition of the material. 
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Bulky Exhibit File Number: 165-1990-59 

We are in the process of reviewing all bulky exhibits in order 
that we may dispose of those which serve no further purpose. Inasmuch 
as many of the bulky exhibits pertain to inactive cases and are occupying 
badly needed space, it is requested that the appropriate substantive 
supervisor review the above-listed bulky exhibit and render a decision 
as to its retention or disposition. A notation as to the decision reached 
may be placed on this memorandum. The memorandum should be 
returned to the Filing Unit of the Records Section, Room 1116, Identi- 
fication Building, for filing in the, case file. 


RECOMMENDATION: . 

That captioned byrfky exhibit be reviewed and a decision rendered 
as to the retention or disposition of the material. 
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Bulky Exhibit File Number: 165-1990-64 

We are in the process of reviewing all bulky exhibits in order 
that we may dispose of those which serve no further purpose. Inasmuch 
as many of the bulky exhibits pertain to inactive cases and are occupying 
badly needed space, it is requested that the appropriate substantive 
supervisor review the above-listed bulky exhibit and render a decision 
as to its retention or disposition. A notation as to the decision reached 
may be placed on this memorandum. The memorandum should be 
returned to the Filing Unit of the Records Section, Room 1116, Identi- 
fication Building, for filing in the, case file. 
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That captioned buj^y exhibit be reviewed and a decision rendered 
as to the retention or disposition of the material. 
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